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Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development

Project Title:

Lead Agency:

Contact Person:

Proiject Location:

Project Sponsor’s
Name and Address:

Existing Land Use:

General Plan and
Zoning;:

Surrounding
Land Uses:

INITIAL STUDY

Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development

City of Long Beach

Division of Planning and Building
333 West QOcean Boulevard, 7t Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Craig Chalfant, Environmental Planner
Telephone: (562) 570-6368 FAX: (562) 570-6068

The project site is located at 604 Pine Avenue in the City of Long Beach,
Los Angeles County, California, encompassing a full city block bounded
by Pine Avenue, Bast 7% Street, Locust Avenue, and East 6th Street.

October 5 Development

Contact: Jim Brophy

100 West Broadway Avenue, Suite 205
Long Beach, CA 90802

(562) 435-1255

Office and commercial buildings, including the Press-Telegram Building
and Meeker Building (also known as the Baker Building), and surface
parking lot.

Downtown Planned Development District (PD-30), Downtown Mixed-
Use Planning District.

The site is bordered to the north, east, and west by the Downtown Mixed-
Use District, and to the south by the Downtown Core District. Both of
these Districts are part of the Downtown Planned Development District
(PD-30), and are built out with a variety of commercial and residential
uses in buildings generally ranging from one to four stories.
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DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

The proposed project involves the development of 542 residential units and 13,000 square feet
of ground floor commercial space on an approximately 2.5-acre site in the City of Long Beach.
The project site is located at 604 Pine Avenue, and encompasses one full downtown block

bordered to the east by Locust Avenue, to the west by Pine Avenue, to the north by 7t Street
and to the south by 6t Street, and bisected by Tribune Court, an alley. The project location is
illustrated on Figures 1 through 3 on pages 26 through 28. The project includes construction of
two mixed-use high-rise towers, both 22 stories and 250 feet in height. A four- to eight story
podium would surround both the towers and the general perimeter of the site. Approximately
1,084 on-site parking spaces would be provided in a new parking structure consisting of four
above-ground levels and three below-ground levels. Vehicular access to the site would be
taken from Locust Avenue and 7t Street. The existing facade of the Meeker building, a City-
designated historic landmark, and portions of the existing interior and fagade of the Press-
Telegram Building, a potentially historic building, would be preserved and incorporated into
the proposed project.

Entitlements being requested include a zoning ordinance amendment, site plan review,
tentative subdivision map, and standards variance. The zoning ordinance amendment is
requested to change zoning height and density limitations in the downtown mixed-use district,
which currently allows 75 units per acre and a maximum height of 100 feet. The proposed
project would have a density of approximately 217 units per acre and a height of 250 feet. The
standards variance is requested to allow for less than the required number of parking spaces.

PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL WILL BE REQUIRED FOR SUBSEQUENT
ACTION:

o City of Long Beach Planning Commission
e Long Beach City Council

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,

involving at least one impact that is “Potentially Significant” or “Potentially Significant Unless
Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Xl Aesthetics ¥l Hazards and Hazardous ¥l Public Services

Materials
Agricultural Resources Bl Hydrology and Water Recreation

Quality

Xl Air Quality Land Use and Planning Transportation/ Traffic

L0 Biological Resources £1  Energy and Mineral X Utlities and Service
Resources Systems

Cultural Resources [XI Noise Mandatory Findings of

Significance
Geology and Soils Xl Population and Housing
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DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O

|

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described
on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but at
least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, if the effect is a “potentially significant
impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated.” An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potential significant effects
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards and
(b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

3 /,;24/0@
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Environmental Checklist

This section analyzes the potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed project.
The issue areas evaluated in this Initial Study include: :

Aesthetics TPublic Services

L] &

» Land Use and Planning o Geology and Soils

e Agriculture Resources ¢ Recreation

e Mineral Resources o Hazards and Hazardous Materials
o Air Quality s Shadows

e Noise e Transportation/ Traffic

« Biological Resources o Hydrology and Water Quality

» Population and Housing e Utilities and Service Systems

e Cultural Resources

The environmental analysis in this section is patterned after the Initial Study Checklist
recommended by the CEQA Guidelines, as amended, and used by the City of Long Beach in its
environmental review process. For the preliminary environmental assessment undertaken as
part of this Initial Study’s preparation, a determination that there is a potential for significant
effects indicates the need to more fully analyze the development’s impacts and identify
mitigation.

For the evaluation of potential impacts, the questions in the Initial Study Checklist are stated
and an answer is provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Injtial Study.
The analysis considers the long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the
development. To each question, there are four possible responses:

o No Impact. The development will not have any measurable environmental impact on
the environment.

e Less Than Significant Impact. The development will have the potential for impacting
the environment, although this impact will be below established thresholds that are
considered to be significant. '

o Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigated. The development will have the
potential to generate impacts which may be considered as a significant effect on the
environment, although mitigation measures or changes to the development’s physical
or operational characteristics can reduce these impacts to levels that are less than

sigmnificant.

o Potentially Significant Impact. The development could have impacts, which may be
considered significant, and therefore additional analysis is required to identify
mitigation measures that could reduce potentially significant impacts to less than
significant levels.

r i City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

1. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effectona

scenic vista? O [ B O
b) Substantially damage scenic

resources, including, but not limited

to, trees, rock outcroppings, and

historic buildings within a state scenic

highway? 0 | = (]
c) Substantially degrade the existing

visual character or quality of the site [ B

and its surroundings? [ (}
d) Create a new source of substantial

light or glare which would adversely 0 B O O

affect day or nighttime views in the

area?

a-b. The project site is located approximately one mile from the Pacific Oceari and is not
located along a designated scenic corridor. The project site lacks important scenic resources, as
it is currently developed with commercial buildings and surface parking lot in a highly
urbanized area. The project is not expected to block views of offsite scenic resources such as
the Pacific Ocean, as they are not visible from public viewing areas near the site. Therefore,
development of the project would not affect any scenic vistas or scenic resources and further
analysis of these issues in an EIR is not warranted.

¢. The new construction would change the massing and context of the existing buildings on the
site, as well as introducing contemporary styles and materials to a site characterized primarily
by architecture from the 1920s and 1930s. This would change the visual character of the site.

Development of the proposed project would change the visual condition of the site through
partial demolition of the existing structures and the construction of a new high-rise
development (defined as 100 feet and above) much taller than the existing buildings. The
project would also fill in surface parking and alley areas that are currently not occupied by
structures. Although the site is urbanized, the proposed project represents a change in the type
of development on the site, and would introduce a new scale of development to the immediate
neighborhood, as it would be the first high-rise development proposed in the north downtown
area. This issue will be further analyzed in the EIR.

Finally, because the proposed project would be substantially taller than most buildings in the
immediate project vicinity, it would cast shadows on many of the surrounding properties,
including residences, which would vary seasonally and with time of day. Residences to the
north of the site are particularly likely to be shaded by the new structure. This issue will be
further analyzed in the EIR. The analysis will include shadow modeling to illustrate the effect
of building height and massing,.
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The changes described above would represent a potentially significant impact to the existing
visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. Accordingly, these issues will be
further analyzed in an EIR.

d. Development of the proposed project would create new sources of lighting and glare on the
project site, due largely to the increased height and scale of development as well as the change
in character to a more modern design and mostly residential use. Although development
would be expected to comply with City lighting standards, lighting and glare could create
potentially significant impacts to adjacent land uses because of the departure from the scale of
existing development on and around the project site. Therefore, the issue of light and glare
will be further analyzed in an EIR.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique

Farmland, Farmland of Statewide

Importance, as shown on the maps

prepared pursuant to the Farmland

Mapping and Monitoring Program of

the California Resources Agency to non-

agricultural use? {1 [ O @
b} Conflict with existing zoning for

agricultural use, or a Williamson Act

contract? O 0 1 =
¢) Involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their

location or nature, could result in

conversion of Farmland to non-

agricultural use? £l [ (| B

a-c. The project site is located in a highly developed urbanized area in the Downtown Planned
Development District of Long Beach, on a site that is entirely developed with structures and
surface parking. Project development would not convert farmland, conflict with agricultural
zoning or have the potential to result in the loss or conversion of farmland to non-agricultural
use. There would be no impact and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.
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Potentially
Significani
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
HI. AIR QUALITY -- Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation
of the applicable air quality plan?
= 0 0 O

b} Violate any air quality standard or

contribute substantially to an existing or

projected air quality violation? B £ [ 0
¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net

increase of any criteria pollutant for

which the project region is non- L 0 0 0O

attainment under an applicable federal

or state ambient air quality standard

(including releasing emissions which

exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial

pollutant concentrations? 3 L O 1
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people? | O (]

a-d. Construction activity on the project site would result in temporary air quality impacts due
to the generation of fugitive dust (PMig) and exhaust emissions associated with heavy
construction vehicles. Construction of the project would also involve partial demolition of the
existing commercial buildings, which, due to its age, may have been constructed with
asbestos-containing materials. The primary source of long-term emissions would be vehicles
driven by future residents as well as future commercial-component customers. Other sources
of operational emissions include stationary and area source emissions, such as the
consumption of natural gas and the use of landscape maintenance equipment. Development
associated with the proposed project could also result in increased carbon monoxide
concentrations on congested roadways, as well as possible “wind tunnel” effects associated
with construction of high-rise towers in an area where few currently exist. Because project-
generated emissions could potentially exceed South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) thresholds or otherwise be potentially significant, these issues will be analyzed
in an EIR, and mitigation measures will be provided, including adherence to the City’s
regulations pertaining to air quality (Chapter 8.64 of the Municipal Code), to minimize future
project-specific air quality impacts.

e. Construction activities would result in odors resulting from the use of construction
equipment. However, construction activities would be temporary and would not result in
significant odor impacts, particularly as the project would be required to adhere to the City’s
regulations pertaining to air quality (Chapter 8.64 of the Municipal Code). The proposed
residential use of the property would not generate objectionable odors during normal
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operations, and the project would comply with City requirements applicable} to maintenance of
trash areas to minimize potential odors. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Potentially
_ Significant
Potentially Unless Lessthan 7T
Significant Mitigation = Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in O - (] [ B
local or regional plans, policies, or |
regulations, or by the California ,
Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional O [l 0 &
plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act (including, [ M| [ B
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?
d) Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with [ O 8 H
established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?
e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological O [ (| 8
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?
f) Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, 1 [ O B
or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

a-d. The project site is in an urbanized area and lacks sensitive animal species or associated
habitat. Although the Pacific Ocean is located approximately one mile from the project site and
the Los Angeles River is located approximately 0.7 miles from the site, there are no existing
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waterways connecting the site to the ocean or other surface water body. The project does not
involve development in a federally protected wetland and does not involve improvements that
would impair or interrupt hydrological flow into a wetland. No impact related to movement of
fish or wildlife species or migration corridors would occur. Therefore, the project would not
result in impacts to animal or vegetative species or habitats and further analysis in an EIR is
not warranted.

e, f. The project site is within an urbanized area that is not subject to any habitat conservation
plan, natural communities conservation plan, or local policy or ordinance relating to biological
resource protection. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any biological
resource policy or ordinance and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
, Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -~ Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource {1 = O £
as defined in §15064.5? B
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological 3 B K |

resource as defined in §15064.57

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or O 3 L 3
unique geologic feature? ‘

d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal O | 0 1
cemeteries?

a. The project site is currently developed with two historic or potentially historic buildings:
the Press-Telegram Building, constructed in 1923, and the Meeker Building (also known as the
Baker Building), constructed in 1924. The Press-Telegram Building is designed in the Art Deco
style, and is associated with the production of the city’s primary newspaper of record since the
1920s. The Meeker Building, which is designated by the City of Long Beach as a historical
landmark, is designed in the Renaissance Revival style and still exhibits elements of that style,
including decorative brick and tile work, arched openings, medallions and friezes. Although
the applicant proposes to retain the facade of the Meeker Building as well as portions of the
fagade and interior of the Press-Telegram Building, the majority of the interior of the
residential and commercial uses would be demolished to accommodate proposed new
structures and underground parking. As a result, impacts to historic resources would be
potentially significant. Therefore, the issue of historic resources will be further analyzed in
an EIR, and mitigation measures will be provided, including adherence to the City’s
regulations pertaining to historic resources contained in Chapter 16.52 of the Municipal Code,
as warranted, to minimize impacts.
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b, d. The project site is located within an urbanized area and has been subject to extensive .
disturbance over the years due to previous development; thus, any surficial archaeological
resources or human remains that may have been present at one time have likely been
previously disturbed. However, the potential does exist for previously unknown resources or

- remains to be damaged during demolition and site preparation, particularly where excavation

for the underground parking would occur. Potential impacts to previously unknown resources
are mitigable; however, with standard mitigation measures and procedures to be followed if
resources or remains are discovered during grading and site preparation. These mitigation
measures will be included in the cultural resources section of the EIR.

c. The project would not affect any known unique geological features. Impacts would be less
than significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake O ® (o [
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence of a
known fault?
i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iil) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that
is unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined -
in Table 1-B of the Uniform Building [ a o O
Code, creating substantial risks to life or
property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or

g oo oo O
Om
O O oo O
O o

O
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS ~ Would the project:
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the 0 O (] =
disposal of wastewater?

a-d. The proposed project has the potential to expose people or structures to substantial
adverse effects relating to geology and soils. Therefore, these issues will be further evaluated
in an EIR. A geotechnical evaluation of the proposed project will be conducted to evaluate the
locations of known active or potentially active faults, and the potential for impacts relating to
seismicity, liquefaction, slope instability, expansive soils, subsidence, and soil erosion.
Mitigation measures, including adherence to the City’s Earthquake Hazard Regulations
(Chapter 18.68 of the Municipal Code), will be provided for identified significant impacts.

e. The proposed development would be connected to the City sewer system and would not use
on-site septic systems for wastewater treatment. No impacts would occur and further analysis
in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VIIL. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 0 0 B 1
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably (N B (| |

foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?
¢} Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within Y2 E] (W] B 0
mile of an existing or proposed school?
d) Belocated on a site which is included
on a list of hazardous material sites
compiled pursuant to Government ] = & (]
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:
e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a O O O B
public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working
in the project area?
f) For a project in the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a 0 (I O =
safety hazard for people residing or
working in the area?
¢) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation O O B 0
plan?
~h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving wildland fires, including O W} O B
where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

a-c. The proposed residential/ commercial project would not involve the transport, use, or
disposal of substantial quantities of hazardous materials and would not introduce any unusual
hazardous materials to the area. As discussed above (Section III, Air Quality), construction of
the project would involve partial demolition of the commercial structures, which, due to their
age, may contain asbestos and lead-based paints and materials. The removal of any asbestos-
containing materials would be required to comply with all applicable existing rules and
regulations, including SCAQMD Rule 1403 (Asbestos Demolition and Renovation Activities).
In addition, the proposed project would have to comply with California Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (CalOSHA) regulations regarding lead-based materials. The
California Code of Regulations, §1532.1, require testing, monitoring, containment, and disposal
of lead-based materials such that exposure levels do not exceed CalOSHA standards.
Nevertheless, in order to more fully evaluate the potential for significant impacts, this issue
will be assessed further in an EIR. Mitigation measures, including adherence to the City’s
regulations pertaining to hazardous materials and waste (Chapters 8.85 through 8.88 of the
Municipal Code), will be provided for identified significant impacts.

d. The proposed project is in a highly urbanized area with historical industrial activity that
could have resulted in soil and/or groundwater contamination. Therefore, this impact will be
analyzed in an EIR. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) will be conducted to
examine the potential for hazardous materials to be present on the site. Mitigation measures,

r City of Long Beach
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including adherence to the City’s regulations pertaining to hazardous materials and waste, will
be provided for identified significant impacts.

e, f. The project site is not located in the vicinity of any public or private airstrips. Significant
airport safety hazards are not anticipated and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

g. The ability for emergency services to access and serve the site will be addressed in the EIR.
Please see the discussion in Section XIII, Public Services, below.

h. The project site is in an urbanized area that is not subject to wildland fire hazards. Further
analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted,

Potentially
Significant
Potentiaily Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements? O [ B O
b) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume 1 = Cl (N
or a lowering or the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a ) [ | |
streain or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or
siltation?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including the
alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate | (M ] O
or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or
off-site?
e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems O 0 L ]
or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality? [ O o O
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood O O O ]
Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard
area structures which would impede or 0 (i a =
redirect flood flows? '
i) [Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death

involving flooding, including flooding ( [ (] B
as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?
i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudflow? O O O |

a. The proposed project involves the partial demolition of existing structures and the
construction of two high-rise towers. Because the site is currently developed with commercial
structures and a surface parking lot, the proposed project would not substantially increase the
area covered by impervious surfaces. Therefore, the amount of surface runoff would remain
relatively unaltered. In addition, the proposed project would be required to comply with all
state and federal requirements pertaining to preservation of water quality and reduction of
runoff to offsite areas, including Best Management Practices (BMPs) and the implementation of
a Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP). Finally, earthwork for project
construction would involve greater than one acre of land, and therefore would require a National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Compliance with the NPDES program
and other applicable standards would reduce impacts relating to water quality standards to a
less than significant level. Further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

b. The project site is entirely developed with structures and paving. As discussed above, the
proposed project would not substantially increase the amount of impervious surfaces on-site.
However, the proposed mixed-use development would result in a net increase in water
demand due to the intensification of development proposed. Although the majority of the
City’s water supply consists of imported water purchased from the Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California (MWD), approximately 38% is extracted from the local basin (Long
Beach Water Department, February 21, 2006). Thus, the proposed project may contribute to a
decrease in groundwater recharge and/or groundwater supplies. These issues will be
discussed further in the public services section of an EIR. The analysis will include the
preparation of a water supply assessment pursuant to Senate Bill (SB) 610. SB 610 requires

r City of Long Beach
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large development projects in California to assess the adequacy of the anticipated water supply
to serve the project.

c. Because the site is currently developed with commercial structures and a surface parking
lot, the proposed project would not increase the area covered by impervious surfaces.
Therefore, the amount of surface runoff would remain unaltered. The drainage pattern of the
project site would not change substantially. However, site clearing, grading, and compaction
of soil necessary for project construction has the potential to result in discharge of sediment
and temporary water quality impacts. The proposed project would occur on greater than one
acre of land, and therefore would require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit. Compliance with the NPDES program would ensure less than significant
project impacts related to RWQCB water quality standards. Standard construction practices
and adherence to federal, state, and local requirements for the control of erosion and
stormwater runoff would reduce impacts relating to erosion and siltation to a less than
significant level. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

d. Please refer to the discussion of Item ¢, above. Because the proposed project would not
increase on-site impervious surfaces, project runoff would not result in significant flooding on- or
off-site. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

e. Please refer to the discussion of Item ¢, above. Because the proposed project would not
increase on-site impervious surfaces, the proposed project is not expected to contribute runoff
water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. The proposed project would result in
less than significant impacts related to the construction of new storm water drainage facilities
or expansion of existing facilities. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

f. Please refer {o the discussion of Item ¢, above. The proposed project is not expected to
substantially degrade water quality. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

g h. According to the Long Beach Public Safety Element (1975), the project site is located
outside the 100-year flood zone. Therefore, no significant flood impacts are anticipated and
further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

i,j. There are no dams or levees located within the vicinity of the project site; thus, there is no
potential for flooding due to dam failure. The project site is not located near any landlocked
water; therefore, impacts from seiches would not occur. The project site is located approximately
one mile from the Pacific Ocean and would not be inundated by a tsunami (General Plan Public
Safety Element, 1975). Therefore, no impacts from dam or levee failures, seiches, or tsunamis are
anticipated and further analysis of these issues in and EIR is not warranted.

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the proposal:
a) Physically divide an established
community? 3 [ H [
b) Conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project [ L 0o [
(including, but not limited to the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?
c) Conlflict with an applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural 0 O ! |
community conservation plan?

a. The proposed project involves the development of an existing city block. The project would
not physically divide an established community. No impacts would result and further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

b. Implementation of the proposed project would require a zoning ordinance amendment to
increase the maximum allowable height and residential densities in the Downtown Mixed-Use
District (from 100 feet and 75 dwelling units per acre to 250 feet and 217 units per acre).
Because changes in the land use designations on the site are needed, the project has the
potential to conflict with policies contained in the local and regional planning guides.
Therefore, land use compatibility and the project’s consistency with applicable local and
regional policies will be further analyzed in an EIR.

¢. The proposed project would not conflict with an adopted habitat conservation plan or
natural communities conservation plan. No impacts would occur and further analysis of this
issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant .
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

X. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOQURCES-- Would the project:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be
of value to the region and the residents O O K =
of the state? _
b) Result in the loss of availability of a
locally important mineral resource

City of Long Beach
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recovery site delineated on a Iocal 0 O (W ]
general plan, specific plan, or other land '
use plan?

a. Oil is the primary mineral resource within the City of Long Beach. The site is not currently
used for o0il extraction, nor is that the proposed use. No impacts to mineral resources are
anticipated in this regard, and further analysis in an EIR is not warranted.

b. Development of the proposed project would not result in the loss of the availability of a
known mineral resource that would be of value locally, regionally, or to the State. Therefore,
no impacts to mineral resources are anticipated and further analysis in an EIR is not
warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Poteniially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation ~ Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XL  NOISE - Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards O B [ ]
established in the Jocal general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b} Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or | L O |
groundborne noise levels?

¢) A substantial permanent increase in

ambient noise levels above levels [ & a |
existing without the project?

d} A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the O B [} O

project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
e} For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a (| | O B
public airport or public use airport, :
would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?
£} For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project . O O |
expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise?

A project will normally have a significant effect on the environment related to noise if it will
increase substantially the ambient noise levels of adjoining areas or conflict with adopted

City of Long Beach
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environmental plans and goals of the community in which it is located. The City of Long Beach
has adopted the State of California noise guidelines established by the Office of Noise Control
and State Government Code Section 65302 (g). A noise level of 65 dBA CNEL is used as the
standard for the maximum allowable noise level in a residential area and for other noise-

- sensibive-uses,

In addition to the State noise guidelines, the City of Long Beach has adopted a quantitative
Noise Control Ordinance, No. C-5371 Long Beach 1978 (Municipal Code, Chapter 8.8). The
ordinance establishes maximum permissible hourly noise levels (Lso) for different districts
throughout the City. The City’s Noise Control Ordinance also governs the time of day that
construction work can be performed.

a-d. Construction activity associated with development of the proposed project would create
temporary noise level increases. The grading/excavation phase of project construction tends to
create the highest noise levels because of the operation of heavy equipment and the use of
heavy equipment that has the potential to generate groundborne vibration and groundborne
noise. Noise levels associated with heavy equipment typically range from about 78 to 88 dBA
at 50 feet from the source (IS EPA, 1971). Operation of this equipment could generate noise
levels onsite and at adjacent receptor locations that are above ambient levels and that could
exceed applicable noise standards.

" Noise associated with operation of the project would be consistent with those typical of a
mixed-use residential building, such as music, conversations, doors slamming, and children
playing. Since parking would be located underground or enclosed within the upper-level
parking levels, vehicle-related noise such as car doors slamming, engines starting, and car
alarms going off would not be audible outside of the buildings. The commercial component of
the proposed project would produce ndoise associated with loading and deliveries. These noises
may conflict with residential uses.

The proposed project would also result in an increase in overall traffic on area roadways,
including the existing noise sources of Locust Avenue, Pine Avenue, 6% Street, and 7t Street.
Implementation of the proposed project may significantly increase ambient noise levels in the
project area above current conditions.

Noise associated with temporary construction activity and long-term project operation will
be analyzed in detail in an EIR. Mitigation, including adherence to the City’'s Noise
Ordinance, will be recommended for identified significant impacts.

e, f. The project site is not in the vicinity of any public or private airport. Therefore, significant
impacts relating to aircraft noise are not anticipated and further analysis in an EIR is not

warranted. :

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth
in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and 0 = [ |
businesses ) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantal numbers of
existing housing, necessitating the O L I L
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of 0 i | B
replacement housing elsewhere?

a. The proposed project would involve the partial demolition of the Press-Telegram office
building and the construction of two high-rise towers containing 542 residential units. Based
on the City average of 2.77 people per household (U.S. Census Bureau: State and County Quick
Facts, January 2006}, the residential component of the project would generate a net increase of
approximately 1,501 residents. Given the City’s estimated population of 491,564 people
(California Department of Finance, California Statistical Abstract, January 2006}, the population
generated by the proposed project would represent an increase of approximately 0.3%.
However, because the proposed project requires a zoning ordinance amendment to permit
higher residential densities (from 75 units per acre to 217 units per acre), the population
generated by the proposed project was not previously anticipated. Therefore, potential
impacts relating to population growth will be evaluated in an EIR.

b, c. Implementation of the proposed project would not displace any housing or people, as the
site is currently used for commercial and industrial space and not for residential purposes.
Further analysis of these issues in an EIR is not warranted. -

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
XII. PUBLIC SERVICES
could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the
public services:
i) Fire protection? (] H J EI
if) Police protection? | L 0 O
iif) Schools? 0 B (W |
iv) Parks? [ E a O
v} Other public facilities? O [N B O

a (i-iv). The proposed project would incrementally increase the demand for public services
due to the increase in the residential population at the project site. As discussed under Item
X1, Population and Housing, the proposed project would result add 542 dwelling units and
approximately 1,501 residents. Because the project requires a zoning ordinance amendment to
allow for this number of dwelling units, this increase would exceed that anticipated for the
area. Thus, project implementation could significantly affect public services. Potential
impacts relating to fire and police protection, schools, and parks will be further evaluated
in an EIR.

v. The proposed project would not adversely affect any services other than those described
above. Further analysis of other public facilities in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated - Impact No Impact

XIV. RECREATION —
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities a H (I 0
such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b} Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities (W = 1 0
which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

City of Long Beach
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a, b. The proposed project would add 542 dwelling units and approximately 1,501 residents
and would therefore increase the demand for recreational facilities in the area. Although the
payment of applicable park impact fees may reduce this impact, potential recreation impacts
will be further analyzed in an EIR and mitigation will be recommended for identified
significant impacts.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XV. TRANSPORTATION /TRAFFIC — Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street [ L O 0
system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?
b) Exceed, either individually or :
cumulatively, a level of service standard i1 B | 3
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated
roads or highways?
¢) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that O (W O o
results in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards dueto a
design feature {e.g. sharp curves or

dangerous intersections) or £l (] | O
incompatible use (e.g. farm equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? | ] B ]
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? H 0 1

g} Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative | = B
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

a, b. The proposed project would generate an increase in vehicle trips to and from the site.
Project-generated trips would have the potential to adversely affect traffic levels of service on
adjacent roadways. This issue will be further evaluated in an EIR. The traffic analysis will
evaluate the project’s potential to create significant impacts relating to traffic, circulation,
parking, and access. Mitigation measures will be provided if necessary.

c. The project would not necessitate any change in air traffic patterns. Further analysis of this
issue in an EIR is not warranted.

City of Long Beach
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d. The proposed project would not involve the construction of new roadways, nor would it
reconfigure existing roadways. Impacts related to design feature hazards would be less than
significant and further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

-.e. Emergency access to the site is provided via four roadways: Locust Avenue, Pine Avenue,
6t Street, and 7% Street. Although an on-site alley (Tribune Court) would be removed asa
result of the propose project, current use of this alley is generally limited to the property
owners and their patrons. All plans for development would be subject to the review of the City
of Long Beach Fire Department for compliance with fire and emergency access standards.
Pursuant to compliance with Long Beach Fire Department requirements, impacts related to
emergency access would be less than significant. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is
not warranted.

f. The proposed project includes a standards variance request to permit less than the required
number of parking spaces. The amount of parking provided could therefore be insufficient to
meet project-generated demand. Parking impacts will be evaluated in an EIR, and mitigation
measures will be provided for identified significant impacts.

g No conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternative transportation modes such as bus
facilities and bicycle access/ parking are anticipated to occur. The proposed project involves the
development of residential and commercial uses in a mixed-use development within walking
distance of downtown services and other commercial and employment centers. The project site
is also in close proximity to existing public transportation including several bus routes and the
downtown Metro light rail station. Further analysis of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

XVI UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment

requirements of the applicable Regional O L 0 Ef]
Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment O A (| )

facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental
effects?
¢} Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or [ O L O
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
d) Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing | i 3 0
entitlements and resources, or are new

City of Long Beach
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or expanded entitlements needed?
e) Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which O = O O
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing commitments?
f) Beserved by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the O H ] O
project’s solid waste disposal needs?
g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid 0 = | [
waste?

a, b, e. The proposed project would intensify development on the project site and would
therefore increase the generation of wastewater. To determine whether the existing wastewater
conveyance infrastructure and treatment plant have sufficient available capacity to
accommodate wastewater from the proposed development, these issues will be further
analyzed in an EIR.

¢. Because the site is currently entirely developed with structures and surface parking, the
proposed project would not increase the area covered by impervious surfaces. Therefore, the
amount of surface runoff would remain unaltered and the proposed project would be required
to comply with all regulatory requirements pertaining to storm water runoff. Further analysis
of this issue in an EIR is not warranted.

d. The proposed project would increase the demand for water in the City. To determine
whether or not water supplies and infrastructure are adequate to serve the proposed
development, this issue will be further analyzed in an EIR. The analysis will include the
preparation of a water supply assessment pursuant to Senate Bill 610. As discussed in Section
V1II Hydrology and Water Quality, SB 610 requires large development projects in California to
assess the adequacy of the anticipated water supply to serve the project. Mitigation measures
will be provided for identified significant impacts.

f, g. Development of the proposed project would increase the amount of solid waste generated
within the City. Compliance with State waste diversion requirements and the potential effects
of the increase in solid waste generation on regional landfill capacity will be further evaluated
in an EIR and waste reduction measures will be recommended for identified significant
impacts.

City of Long Beach
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Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less than
Significant Mitigation  Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self- 0 B f_l ]
sustaining levels, eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or

. prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the = o (] O
incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past
projects, and the effects of probable
future projects)?

¢} Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either N B (W O
directly or indirectly?

a. Additional analysis of potential project impacts on historical resources will be included in
the EIR (refer to Item V, Cultural Resources).

b. Review of cumulative impacts for each issue area that has been identified as potentially
significant will be included in the EIR.

¢. The proposed project has the potential to create environmental effects that could
significantly affect human health or safety (refer to Items I1I, Air Quality, and VII, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials. These issues will be studied further in an EIR.

City of Long Beach
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Press-Telegram Desarrollo de Uso-Mezclado
Informe del Impacto Ambiental (EIR)

Usted esta invitado a venir a la reunién del Informe del Impacto Ambiental (EIR)
para el proyecto Press-Telegram. En este taller, residentes del vecindario y
personas interesados en este proyecto tendran la oportunidad de hacer
preguntas y proveer sus opiniones, que seran utilizadas como una gwa en el
andlisis ambiental y el desarrolio futuro de este proyecto.

Press-Télegram Area del Proyecto

| AOTAR TV Y | 1 ] | ik i # ] [

WITHST e !

PROJECT
SITE

Este proyecto propone la construccion de 542 unidades de viviendas y 13,000
pies cuadradas de espacio comercial en un sitio de aproximadamente 2.5 acres
en la Ciudad de Long Beach. El sitio de proyecto esta ubicado en 604 Pine
Avenue, ocupa una cuadra completa con frontera al este con Locust Avenue, al
oeste con Pine Avenue, al norte con West 7th Street y al sur con West 6th Street
y bisecado por Tribune Court, un callején.

El proyecto requiere la construccibn de dos torres del uso mezclado; ambos
torres seran de 22 pisos y 250 pies de altura. E! frente del Meeker Building
(también conocido como el Baker Building), designado. por la Ciudad como un
mojoén y ubicado en la esquina sureste de 7th Street y Pine Avenue, y partes del
interior del Press-Telegram Building y su frente, seran restaurados vy
preservados a sus condiciones originales. El proyecto propone una estructura
nueva para el estacionamiento para aproximadamente 1,084 carros. Seran
cuatro pisos de estacionamiento arriba de la tierra y 3 pisos subterraneos. El
acceso para esta estructura de estacionamiento estara en la calle Locust
Avenue, y también una entrada de servicio en 7th Street.

Vea Otro Lado Para el Lugar, Fecha, Hora y Otros Detalles de Este Taller



Press-Telegram Desarrolio de Uso-Mezclado
informe del Impacto Ambiental (EIR)

Jueves, 13 de abril de 2006, 6:30 p.m.

First Congregational Church-Patterson Haii
241 Cedar Avenue, L.ong Beach

Lugar de Taller y Estacionamiento

3ia Street
FIRST -mﬁ -
CONGREGATIONAL 5
CHURCH E
&
BROADWAY

OCEANBLVD __

R e———

Estacionamiento esta disponible en el Garaje Broadway, localizado al lado sur de la
calle Broadway enire las Avenidas Chestnut y Cedar. Todos son bienvenidos a
participar sin ningtin costo.

Habra traduccion al Espaiiol.

Para mas informacidn sobre el proceso del informe ambiental para este proyecto, visite
hitp://www.longbeach.qgov/plan/pb/epd/er.asp

La Ciudad de Long Beach tiene la intencién de proveer acomodaciones razonables de acuerdo
con el Acfo de 1990 de Americanos con Incapacidades (Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990).
Si usted requiere acomodaciones especiales o le gustaria obfener esta informacién en un
formato afterno, por favor flame Belinda Pineda al (562} 570-6225 por lo menos 48 horas antes
de la junta.

Vea Otro Lado Para Informacion Sobre el Proyecto Propuesto



 Press-Telegram Mixed-Use Development Project

EIR (Environmental Impact Report) Scoping Meeting
You are invited to attend an EIR Scoping Meeting for the Press-Telegram Mixed-Use
Development Project. At this meeting, neighborhood residents and other interested

persons will have the opporiunity to ask guestions and provide input that will be used to
guide the environmental review and future development of the project.

Press-Telegram Mixed-Use Development Project Area

L1 F] ]I ] I R | E

WITHST .

PROJECT
SITE

The proposed project involves the development of 542 residential units and 13,000 square
feet of ground floor commercial space on an approximately 2.5-acre site in the City of Long
Beach. The project site is located at 604 Pine Avenue, and encompasses one full
downtown block bordered fo the east by Locust Avenue, to the west by Pine Avenue, to
the north by West 7th Street and to the south by West 8th Sireet, and bisected by Tribune
Court, an alley.

The project involves construction of two mixed use high-rise towers, both 22 stories and
250 feet in height. The existing facade of the Meeker Building (also known as the Baker
Building), a City-designated historic landmark located on the southeast corner of 7th Street
and Pine Avenue, and portions of the existing interior of the Press-Telegram Building and
its facade, would be preserved and restored to their respective original conditions.
Approximately 1,084 on-site parking spaces would be provided in a new parking structure
consisting of four above-ground levels and three below-ground levels. Vehicular access to
this parking structure would be taken from Locust Avenue. A mid-block service entrance
would be provided from 7th Street.

Please see the other side of this page for meeting location, date, time and other details



Press-Telegram Mixed-Use Development Project
EIR (Environmental Impact Report) Scoping Meeting

Thursday, April 13, 2006
6:30 PM
First Congregational Church — Patterson Hall
241 Cedar Avenue, Long Beach

Workshop and Parking Locations

"3 Street
CONGREGATIONAL s
CHURCH g
8

BROADWAY

OCEAN BLVD. __

P

Parking is available in the Broadway Garage, located on the south side of Broadway
between Chestnut and Cedar Avenues. All are welcome to attend at no charge.

Spanish translation will be provided at this meeting.

For more information about the project's environmental review process, visit
http://www.longbeach.gov/plan/pbl/epd/er.asp
The City of Long Beach intends fo provide reasonable accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of

1980. If a special accommodation is required or to request this information in an alternative format, please
contact Belinda Pineda at (562) 570-6225 at least 48 hours prior to the meeting.

Please see the other side of this page for information about the proposed project
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Notice of Preparation

TO: FROM: City of Long Beach

Division of Planning and Building

333 Ocean Boulevard, 7" Floor

Long Beach, CA 90802

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Project Title: Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development
Project Sponsor: City of Long Beach, Division of Planning and Building

The City of Long Beach will be the Lead Agency for preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) on the Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development project. The project proposal
calls for construction of 542 residential units in two high-rise towers. A four- to eight story
podium would surround both the towers and the general perimeter of the site. Both towers
would be 22 stories and 250 feet in height. The project would also include 13,000 square feet of
ground floor commercial space and 1,084 on-site parking spaces in a new parking structure
consisting of four above-ground levels and three subterranean levels. The approximately 2.5
acre project site is located at 604 Pine Avenue and encompasses one full downtown block
{(bisected by Tribune Court, an alley) which is bordered on the east by Locust Avenue, on the
north by 7th Street, on the west by Pine Avenue, and on the south by 6th Street. The existing
fagade of the Meeker Building (also known as the Baker Building), a City-designated historic
landmark located on the southeast corner of 7th Street and Pine Avenue, and portions of the
existing interior of the Press-Telegram Building and its fagade, would be preserved and restored
to their respective original conditions. Primary vehicular access io the project would be taken
from Locust Avenue and 7th Street.

The project site is located in the Downtown Mixed Use District of the Downtown Planned
Development District (PD-30). Entitlements being requested include a zoning ordinance
amendment, site plan review, tentative subdivision map, and standards variance. The zoning
ordinance amendment is requesied to change zoning height and density limitations in the
downtown mixed-use district, which currently allows 75 units per acre and a maximum height of
100 feet. The proposed project would have a density of approximately 217 units per acre and a
height of 250 feet. The standards variance is requested to allow for less than the required
number of parking spaces.

The City of Long Beach invites your comments as to the scope and content of the
environmental information that is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in
connection with the proposed project. Some state and local agencies may need to use the EIR
prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approval of certain aspects of
the project.

Probable environmental effects in the issue areas of aesthetics, shadows, light and glare, air
quality {(including wind tunneling), historic resources, geology/soils, hazards/hazardous
materials, land use/planning, noise, population/housing, public services, transportation/
traffic and utilities/service systems have been identified in the Initial Study. Additional

1



information related to the project description, location, and the anticipated environmental
effects are included in Initial Study, which is attached herewith,

Scoping Meeting. The City of Long Beach, in its role as a Lead Agency, will hold a public
Scoping Meeting to provide an opportunity for the public and for representatives of public

agencies to address the scope of the Environmental Impact Report. The Scoping Meeting for
the Environmental Impact Report for the Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development project is
scheduled for Thursday, April 13, at 6:30 p.m. at the following address:

First Congregationat Church, Patterson Hall
241 Cedar Avenue
Long Beach CA 90802

Thirty-Day Comment Period: Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response
must be sent at the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.
The Notice of Preparation/Initial Study comment period begins on Wednesday, March 29", 2006
and ends on Thursday, April 27" 20086.

Please send your comments by regular mail, email or fax to:

Angela Reynolds
Environmental Officer

City of Long Beach

Division of Planning and Building
333 Ocean Boulevard, 7 Floor
Long Beach, CA 906802

Fax: (562) 570-6068

Email: Angela_Reynolds@longbeach.gov

Date: Wednesday, March 29, 2006 Signatuy ’ ’
e

- A
Title E%nm Mk&r ~/

Telephone (562) 570-6357 K




MAY-02-2006 TUE 12:42 PN FAX NO, P, 03

South Coast
Air Qoality Management District

21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-2000 » www.agmd.rov

April 6, 2006

My Avocla Revnolds
Lnvironrnental Officer

City of Tong Veach

Division of Plannring and Building
333 Ocean Boulevard, 7" Floor
Iong Bench, CA 90802

Dear Ms, Reynolds:

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for
Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development

The Sonth Coast Atr Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to commaent on (he
ahove-mentioned docurment. The SCAQMD’s comments are recommendations regarding the analy sis of potential
ajr quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the Dralt Environmental Lispact Repor
(EIR). Plense send the SCAQMD a copy of the Dralt EIR upon its completion. In addition, please send with the
Drafl BIR all appendices or technical documents related to the air quality analysis and clectronie vorsions of all air
- quality modeling and heatth risk asscssment files.

Air Qunlity Annlysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Enviromnensal Qualily Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook i1 1993 to assist

cther public agencics with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead

Agency use this Handbook as guidance when preparing ils air quality analysis, Copies of the Hanlhook are

avadable from e SCAQMD’s Subscription Scrvices Deparlment by calling (909) 396-3720. Atteinatively, lead
©wgency may wish lo consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2002 Model.

This model is available on the SCAQMD Websile at: _www.adqmd.rov/eeqa/models himl,

The [ead Agency should identi{y any polential adverse air guality tmpacts that could occur fram @l phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air guality impacts from both construction and
opesations should be ealenlated. Construction-related air quality inpacts typically include, but are not lonited to,
cinigsions from the use of heavy-duly equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving, architectural
coatings, off-road mobile sources (¢.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobiic sourecs (e.g.,
construction warker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air qualily impacts may includo, but
are not limited (o, coussions (rom slalionary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (&.g., solvents and coatings), and
vehicnlar teips (e.¢., on- and olf-road tailpipe cinissions and enlrained dust). Air gquality impacts fromn indirecet
saurces, hat is, sources rhat generale or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

Consistent with the SCAQMD's cavironmental jJustice enhiancement -4, in October 2003, the SCAQMD
Govemning Board adoplod a methodology for calculating Incalized aiv quality inpacts and Jocalized signihcance
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thresholds (LST4). LST7s can be used in addition to the recommended regional significance threshnlds as a second
indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality
analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead agency perfonm a localized signilicance analysis
Ly clther using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing dispersion modcling as necessrnry. Guidance
for performing a localized air qualily analysis can be found at http:/Awww.agmd, sov/cega/bandbock /LS T/LST himl.
It is recomunended that lead agencies for projects pencrating or attracting vehicutar trips, cspecially Leavy-doty
dicsel-Nicled vehicles, perform awobile source health risk assezsment. Guidance for performing @ wiobile souree
lealth risk assessiment CHealth Risk Assessment Guidaace for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Maobile Source Diesel
Fdling Finissions for CROA Air Quality Analysis™) can be found on the SCAOMD's CEQA webpi:s at the

all toxic air contanuinant impacls due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generatng such air
pollutants should also be tncluded.

Mitieation DMeasures
- In the cvent that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that &1 feasible
Cmifigation measnres thal go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction snd aperation to
minimize or cligrinate sipnificant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Ageney with idemilying possible
milipation mueasures {or the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality tHaudbook: [or
sagple air qualily mitigalion measwres, Additionally, SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the
[niplemcntation Handbaok eontain numerous measures for controlling construction-related emissions that should be
considered for use as CEQA mitigation il not otherwise required. Other measures to reduce air quiility impacts
from kund use projects can be found in the SCAQMD's Guidance Document for Addressing Air Qualiny Issues in
General Plans and Toeal Planning. This document can be found at the following infumet addicess:
hisp/fwww aqmid.zov/prdas/agguide/aqeuide himl. Pursuant to state CROA Guidelines §15126.4 (2)(1)(I)), any
impacts resulting froni mitigation measurcs must also be discussed.

- Dista Sowvees

: SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s I'ulilic

© lnformalion Center a6 (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Inforsation Cerder is
alno available via the SCAQMD's Wortd Wide Web Homepage (hilp://Awww.agqmd.pov).

The SCAQMD Iy willing to work with the Lead Agency Lo ensure that project-related emissions are accurately
identificd, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist, (CEQA Section,
< at(909) 396-3304 i you have any queslions regarding this leter.

Sincerely,

Glse il

Steve Smith, Ph.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Seelion

Planning, Rule Development and Arca Sources
S5:CT

T LACO60A04-071 0
Coutyol Number
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Mr, Craig Chalfant
City of Tong 1teach

332 W, Oceun Blvd., 7-Th Floor

o Lona Beach, CA. 90802

April 11, 2006

Dear Mr., Chalfant:

IGR/CEQA# 00041 1/NY

NOP/342 Residential units, 13,000 SF
commercial/retall development
SCI#20006031124

LA/S710/6.80
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Flex your powaer!
e energy officient!

Thanle you lor including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the 542 Residential units, 13,000 SF commerciel/ictail

devetopment in T.ong Beach.

13ased on the information reccived, and to assist us in our efforts to completely cvaluite
shd ussess the impacts of this project on the State transportation system, a tralfic <tudy in
advinee of the DEIR should be prepared to analyze the following information:

lease relerence the Department’s ‘Tralfic Impact Study Guideline on the Internet at
b/ www dot.ca govihg/iraffopsidevelopserv/operationalsystems/reports/tiseuidy padf

1. Trescntalions of assumplions and mcthods used to develop (nip generativn, (rip
distribulion, chotce of travel mode, and assignments of wrips 10 State Roule 7140

(arceasts md with ttavel data.

resuits, Dilferences or inconsistencies must be thoroughly explained.

Consistency of project travel modeling with other regional and Jocal modeling
The IGR/CEQA office may use indices to check
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Analysis of ADT, AM, and PM peak-hour volumes for both existing and {utu
condditions in the affected arca. This should include freeways, inlerchanges, ol
mterseetions, nnd all HOV facilities. Interchanpe Level of Service should be
spertlied (MOCM2000 method requested). Utilization of transit lines and velickes, and
of Wl facilitiey, should be vealistically estimated. Future conditions would snclisle
bunld-out of all projects (sce next item) and any plan-horizon years,

Inclusion of all gppropriate trallic volwmes,  Analysis should include traffic finm the
project, curanlative traffic gencrated from all specific approved developmen:+ in (he
arca, and wnffic growth other than from the project and developments,  'Hhat is,
inchale: existing + project 4 other projects + other prowth.

Discussion of mitigation measures approprisle to alleviate anticipated raffic @ opacts.
These mitigation discussions should include, but not be limited o, the folfowing:
description of transpostation infrastruclure improvements

Mmancial costs, funding sources and financing

sequence and scheduling consideranons

implemaentation responsibilitics, controls and monitoring

Any mitivation involving transit, HOV, or TDM must be rigorously justified and ils
alfects conservatively estimaled,  Improvements invelving dedication of lind or
physical construction may be lavorably considered.

Specification of developet’s percent share of the cost, as well as a plan of «:adistic
miligalion measures under the control of the developer. The following ratio shonld be
estimated: Additional traflic volume duc to project implementation is divided by the
total increase in the traffic volume (sce Appendix “B” of the Guidelines). That ratio
would be the project equilable sharc responsibility.

We note lor purposes of determining project share of cosls, the number of trips lrom
the project on cach lraveling scgment or element is estimated in the context of
forccasted tralfie volumes which include build-out of all approved and not yet
approved projects, and other sources of growth. Analytical metheds such as seloct-
zone travel forecast modeling might be used.

The Pepartment us a commenting agency under CEQA bas jurisdiclion
superceding that of MTA in idendifying the freeway analysis needed for this
project, Caltrans is responsible for oblaining measures that will oft-sct perject
vehicle (rip sencration that worsens Caltrans facilities and hence, it does ol
adheve (o the CMIP guide of 150 or more vehicle trips added before freewny
analysis is needed,. MTA’s Congestion Management Program in acknowludging
the Department’s role, stipulates that Caltrans must be consulled to identify
specific locations {o be analyzed on the State Highway System. Thercfore Miate
Houte(s) mentioped inilem #1 and it’s facilitics most be analyzed per the
Department’s 'Traflic Impact Study Guidelines.



Mr. Chalfant April 11,2000

We ook Toerward to reviewing the DEIR. We expect to reecive a copy from the
Stste Clearinghonse. However, to expedite the review process, you may send {wo
copies in advance Lo the undersigned at the following address:

Cheryl I PPowell

TGR/CIOA Branch Chicl

Coltrans Distriet 07

Regional Transportation Planning Office
100 8. Main St., Los Angeles, CA 90012

11 you have any questions regarding this response, please call the Project Enoincer/Coordinator
Mr. Yedaninn at (213) 897-6536 and refer to IGR/CEQA # 06041 INY.

L\mt,uy,,
/m S

f" /(-f b'

Cheryl 1. Powel!
IGR/CEQA Branch Chict
Regional Trangportation Planning

“Crlerans pngroves mobility uerosy Celifornia”
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May 24, 2006

Mr. Craig Chalfant
City of Lang Beach
333 Wesl Ocean Boulevard, 7" Floor

"Lang Beach, California 90802

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THE PRESS-TFI EGRAM MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT PRO.CT
(SCHIE 2006031124)

Daar Mr. Chalfant:

The Depariment of Toxic Suhstances Control (DTSC) has received your submiited
document for the above-mentioned project. As stated in your document: "The proposed
project is to develop of 542 residential units and 13,000 square feet of ground fioor
commercial space in two mixed-use high rise towers, both 22 stories and 250 faetin
height: 1,084 on - site parking spaces in four above-ground levels and three t clow-
ground levels. Demolition of existing structures...”.

Based on the review of the submilted document DTSC has comments as follows:

1) The NOP should identily and determine whether current or historic uses at the
project site may have resulted in any release of hazardous wasles/subslances.

2) The document states that the NOP would identify any known or potentialiy
contaminaled sites within the proposed Project area. For all identified ites, the
ND should evaluate whether conditions at the site may pose a threat {¢ human
health or the environment. A Phase | Assessment may be sufficient to identify
these sites. Following are the databases of some of the regulatory agnacies:

« National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United Statos
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

» Site Mitigation Program Property Database (formerly CalSites):
A Database primarily used by the California Depariment of Toxic
Substances Control.

My 24
® Printed on Recycled Paper
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Alnold Schwdrzenngas
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« Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCKI3):
A database of RCRA facilities that is maintained by U.S. EPA.

« Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites thatis
maintained by U.S.EPA.

+  Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
Catifornia Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both
open as well as closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and
fransfer stations.

o Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks,
nvestigalions and Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maimntained by vegional
Water Quality Control Boards.

* Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substancas cleanup
sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

+ The United States Army Corps of Engineers, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a lisl of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

3) The NOF should identify the mechanism to initiate any required invesli; ation

4)

and/or remedialion for any site that may be contaminated, and the government
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. |f hazardous materials or
wasies were stored at the site, an environmental assessment should i
conducled to determine if a release has occurred. If so, further studict should
be carried out to delineate the nature and extent of the contamination, and the
polenlial threat to public health and/or the environment should be evaluated.

It may be necessary to determine if an expedited response action is required
to reduce existing or polential threats to public health or the environment. If no
immediate threat exists, the final remedy should be implemented in conipliance
with slate laws, regulations and policies.

Proper investigation, sampling and remedial actions overseen by the @ppropriate
agency, if necessary, should be conducted at the site prior to the new
development or any construction.

03
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If any properly adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardatis
cheiriicals, and if the proposed project is within 2,000 feet from a containinated
site, then the proposed development may fall within the "Border Zone of a
Contaminated Property." Appropriate precautions should be taken priar (o
construction if the proposed project is within a “Border Zone Property.”

If building structures, asphalt or concrete-paved surface areas or transporietion
structures are planned to be demolished, an investigation should be co:iucted
lor the presence of lead-based paints or products, asbestos containing materials
(ACMs), bichazards and other waste water chemicals of concern. If lerrd-hased
paints or products or ACMs, or other chemicals of concern are identified, proper
precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, tha
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with California enviragnmental
regulations and policies.

The project construction may require soil excavation and soil filling in calain
areas. Appropriate sampling is required prior to disposal of the excaval.:d sail.
If the soil is contaminated, properly dispose of it rather than placing it in another
location. Land Disposal Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to thesa soils.
Also, il the project proposes to import soil to backfill the areas excavatet, proper
sampling should be conducted to make sure that the imported soil is froo of
contamination.

Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the constructlion or demolition acfivities. A study of the site overteen by
the appropriate government agency might have {o be conducted to determine if
there ere, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials thiat may
pose a risk to human health or the environment.

Certain hazardous waste treatment processes may require authonzation from
the focal Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA), Information aboul the
requirement for authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

IT during construction/demealition of the project, soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition in the area should crase
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. Ifit is
delerminad that contaminated soil and/or groundwater cxist, the NOP Lhauld
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted,
and the appropriate government agency to provide regulatory oversighi.
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If you have any questions regarding this letler, please contact Mr. Al Shami, Project
Manager, at (714) 484-5472.

Sincarely,

7 T

< = e e

/// ek

Greg Holmes
Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations Branch - Cypress Office

cc.  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Departinent of Toxic Substances Control
P.0. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806

CEQA #1380

b
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jreng B BUSINESS DEPARTMENT - Busiaess Serviecs
: ﬁf’m’;f"j . #zcilities Development & Planning Brauck
{ 2chioe a Donald K. Allen Building Services Facility
g M 2425 Webster Ave., Long Beach, CA 90810

S {562) 997-7550  Fax (562) 595-8644

April 27, 2006

Ms. Angels Reynolds Via Fax (362) 570-600
Froviconoantel Officer

Division of Plenning & Bullding

City of Long Beach

333 W, Ocean Boulevard

Leng Bzach, CA 90302

Re:Natice of Prepreation — Press-Telegpram Mived Use Development

Dear Ms, Reyrolds,

On bekalf of the Long Beach Unified School District ("District"), we thank you far the opype vunity
o corarment on the City of Long Beach's ("City") Notice of Preparation (*NOP") for the Press-
Telegram Mixed Use Development ("Project”). The NOP contains an Initial Stady/Envirermental
Choecklist ("1S") that deseribes the Project and the City's preliminary analysis of the Projeet's
potential imapacts on the eavitonment including an identification of the impacts to be addiwssed in
the environmental impact report ("EIR™).

We trust tho City is ptanning an LIR that makes a comprebensive evaluation of the Project wnd ity
potential iinpacts on the epvironment, including many special studies. The Districtis pariicolarly
intevested T seeing that the analysis in the EIR adequately addresses the potentially sipilicant
impacts fhat the Project (which we understand will include over 500 tesidential dwelling uiits and
13,000 square foct of commercial development) may have on school facilitics. Ag you knaw, the
Dristriot iy legally responsible for providing a high quality public education to the K-12 stidents
peneraled by the Project and these additional Project students wil) impact schoo! facilities.

From the District's perspective, the BIR can best address the impact of the Project on school faciliticy
by including a detailed and thorough discussion of the number of potential students generated by the
Project, what type and how many school facilities these students will require, and how such feilities
may be funded by the developer. In addition to addressing the potential impacts the Proj:ct may
hzve on the Diamrict's school facilitics, the District requests the EIR also consider the specific
environmental inwpacts described below and consider the following:

The proposed project is located within the vicinity of twe school sites, International Elernlary
Sehool end Renaissance 1Tigh Scheol of the Arts.

: . . ‘ )
International Blementary Schoot is tocated 700 Locust Street, approximately 850 feot frans the
northwest corner of the project site. £ |

4

’*‘.L-‘.ry-'.—','rsmton felten Willlams Suja Lowenthal Joh Méycr " Jim Cheura
Disteict 1 District 2 District 3 District % Distiict S
tMember M mber President: Member Vica Presidant




MAY-10-2006 WED 01:58 FM FAX N0,

16 G2 I ere Wit i FAQILITIES

Internationa) Flementary School kssues of Concern

Acsthetics: The heioht of the proposed project could generate shede zndt shadow tmpacts oathe
seluol site.

Afy Quality: The proposed projeat could increase long-term mobile source air cipissions wid
shorl-term construction related air emissions within the project area. Local traffic congestion
centriburad by fhe proposed projeet could increase carbon monoxide fevels at intersactioas noor
the school site,

Naise: The proposed project conld inersase long-term mobile source noise impacts and oi. 1
terun construetion impacts. The proposed project could invelve pife driving activities which
could regult in vibration irapacts st the school site.

i ranftic; The proposed projoct could increase average daily vehicle trips and pesk hour ts.
sithin the project zrea along Locust Street, which could potentially intarfere with studens dlu,J—
(;ﬂ.ma pick-up.

Rewaissance High School of the Arts Tsgues of Concern

Lenaisssnce igh School of the Arts is located at 235 E. &' Strect epproximately 1,330 fout
notth enst of the project site.

Ady Quaulity: The proposed project could increase long-tenm mabile source air emissions énd

shiori-term construction related air emissiony within the project urea, Local traffic eonges.on

o1 uributed by the proposed project could inerease carbon mouexide levels alb intersectic. i near
the sohool site.

Notse: The proposed project could § inerease tong-term mobile source notse impacts withiy e
project area,

Traffic: The proposed projeet could incrcase average daily vehicle tips and peal hour teips
within the project area.

Oa Lehalf of the District we request the following issues be evaluated in the Draft Envirccenental
Itnpact Feport for the praject:

& Freparce shade and shadow analysis [0r potential impzcts to Intemational Eloment.ry
School.
& Prepare Carbon Moooxide analysis (CO Hot Spot) at interscetions near Intemationg)

Eluntentary School and Renaissanee High Schooel of the Arts.

133 PrE
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“ Frepare vibration study to detennine pile driving impeacts 10 Intemational Blemenioo -

Schoal.

< The noise analysis snould identify increases in nose fevels ot Intemational Blemoent ary
School and Rerzimance High School of the Arts.

- A pedesiaien safely analysis should be prepared as & component of the traffic veperi ta
address conflicts with project traffic and student drop-off/pick-up and pedestrian circulation ol
[vomaticnal Elemncntary School and Renalszance High School of the Arts.

Ouee aimen, we thank the City for the opportunity to comiment on the NOP. Please place the District
on (he distribution Bst for the drafi EIR as well as all ather City projects. The District v uid be
happy to meet with the City and the developer to discuss the Project and EIR dssves furthor, We
loel forward Lo reviewing the draft EIR and trust our participation in tho environmental revisiv ol
the Project will help angure that the Projeet’s impacts on the environment, as well s the Uistrict's
school fzcilities, are adequately addressed. I you should have any further questions, | may be
contacted at (582) 997.7550.

Sincerely,

s Wi

Camri M. Matsumoto
Executive Direcior, Facilities Devolopment & Planning

CANOF Cepment Léner Press Telegram doc
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April 13, 2006

el

Craia Clalfant

City of T.ovig Beach

333 West Ocean Boulevard, 7™ Floor
Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Me. Challant:
Re: SCLH 2006031 124: Press-Telegram Mixed Use Developement

As lhe state agency responsible for rail salely within California, we recommend that any
development projects planned adjacent to or near the Los Angeles County Mctropolitan
Transpor@ation Authority’s Blue Line ripht-of-way be planned with the salely of the vail corridor
in mind. New developments may increase traflie volumes not anly on strects and at inicrsections,
but also at at-grade highway-rail crossings. "This includes considering pedestrian cirenls Gion
patterng/destinations withi respeet to railroad right-of-way.

Safely lactors to consider include, but are not limited to, the planning for grade separaticny for
major thoroughlfares, improvements (o existing at-grade highway-rail crossings due te juciease in
trulfic volumes and appropriate fencing to timit the access of respassers onto the railrozd vighi-of-
WY,

The above-mentioned safely improvements should be considered when approval is sourht for the
new development. Working with Commission staff carly in the coneeptual design phase will help
improve the safcty to motarists and pedestrians in the City,

Please advise us on the stalus of the project. 1T yow have any guestions in this matler, pheuise contact
me al (213) 576-7078 or at rxm@epuc.ca.yov.

siocerely,

I [

Rasa Mo, P17

U_tili[i'\iy{in;gimcr

Ratl Crossings [ngincering Seclion N .

Consumer rotection & Safety Division ° : T ‘ L PR
o et L o ‘ E . 'y H

poasbnet Tl T

. TR R
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C: Vijay Kwami, TACMTA
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Abe Leider

From: Craig_Chalfant@longheach.gov

Sent: Monday, April 24, 2006 3.55 PM

To: Abe Leider

Subject: Re: Press Telegram Mixed Use Development

Angela:

The concern that | would like to raise, is the concern that is being raised by some in the community
about the Second Samoan project, now in the planning/concept phase (we are two blocks west of the
proposed project). That concern 1s the treatment of historical and histo-ancillary structures currently on
the property. How do you propose to overcome those objections? What is your strategy for toning
down the historical significance of these structures? How specifically will you mitigate the negative
impact this project will have? How will you address other historical issues such that they are innocuous
at best and subjective at the very least and nonetheless insignificant compared to the benefits that your
project will bring to the community?

You referred to an "Initial Study" in your letter dated March 29, 2006, could you please send me a copy
or e-mail it to my address. | wish the projecl great success. |f we can help in any way, please let us
know. Blessings.

Second Samoan Congregational UCC

655 Cedar Avenue Long Beach, CA 90802
Rev. Misipouena Tagaloa

(562) 628-9282 Ext. 114

WwWW. secondsamoan. org

"transformation, one person at a time"”

5/2/2006



Abe Leider

From:
Sent:
To:

Craig_Chalfant@longbeach.gov
Tuesday, May 02, 2006 12:51 PM
Abe Leider

Subject: Press Telegram Mixed Use Development

"m cotton” <mbcotton@hotmail.com>

04/25/2006 05:48 PM

To:

cc
Suv

bject:

Press Telegram Mixed Use Development

angela_reynolds@longbeach. gov

The Clty had asked for and NS regat ] 7

I would be very conoerned 1 2 mbtory Lowers on | AVEenuae 8
Y ¥

oca Tl

Thi gight of tl I 1 legram building is really as ta

sho } 1 th A = antown Long Beach being ov
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imit ind ralatic 1108 par and cpern
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‘ % COUNTY SANITATION DS TRICTS

| OF LOS ANGULEY COLINTY
PSS Warkinen Ml Read, Whiller, CA 204011400

C e g Addinas PO, Bax A998, Whitier, CA 90607-4998 JAMES T SIAGIL

Tulaphnna: [547) 6997411, FAX: (562} 6995422 Chicf Engina: cad Gercorad Manager

e loesd cig

April 5, 2006

File No: 03-00.04-00

M. Angela Reynolds, Environmental Officer
Pivicion of Tlanning and Building,

Clity ot Long Beuach

333 West Ocean Donlevard, 7 Tloor

T.ong Beach, CA 50802

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development

The Counly Sannation Disiricts of Los Angeles County (Districts) reccived o Wolice of
Prepovasian of a Dealt Environmental Tmpact Repost for the subjecl project on April 3, 2006, The
proposed development is Jocuted within the jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 3. We olfer the
[eNowing comnents regarding sewerape service:

1, The wastewater flow originating from the proposcd projeet will discharge to a local scwer fine,
which is not maintained by the Districts, for conveyance to the Districts’ DelForest Avenise Trunk
Sewer, located in a right of way along the west side of the Lorg Deach Frecway al Broadway.
This 36-ineh diameler trunk scwer has a desiga capacity of 39.4 millien gallors per day (mad)
and conveyed a peak flow of 5,7 mgd when last measured in 2003.

2, The wastewalar penerated by the propoesed project will be freated af the Joinl Water Pollulion
Control Plunt located inthe City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 385 mad and currently
processes anaverags flow of 323 mpd,

[#y]

The zxpected average wastewater flow from the project site is 109,915 gallons per day.

4. I'he Districts are empowered by (he California Health and Safely Code 1o charge a {ee lor the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts’ Sewerage System or invieasing the
cxisting strecpth andfor quantity of wastewater aliribulable to a particular parcel or operation
alrcudy coonccled. 'This conncetion fee is required to construct an incremental expansion ot the
Scwerage Sysiem to acconunadate the proposed project, which will mitigate the iinpact of (his
project on the prasent Sewerape System. Paymenl of a connecelion fee will be requited before a
pernil o connect to the sewer is issued. A copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet is
enctosed for your convenience.  For more specific information regarding the conncclion fee
application procedure and fees, please contact the Conngetion Fee Counter at extension 2727,

5. Tn order for the Dislvicts o conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the
desipn capacilies af the Districts’ wastewaler ireatment facilities are based on the regivnal growih

o .
ages Maenersienn P~
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forccast adopicd by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG).  Specific
policics included in the development of the SCAG regional prowlh forecasl are incorporaled into
clem aic plans, which arc prepared by the South Ceast and Antclope Valley At Quality
Managemenl Districts in order 1o improve air quality in the South Coast and Maojave esert Air
[3asins as mandaicd by the CAA. All expansions of Districts' factlitics must be sized o service
phased in o manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecoot for the
countics of los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Tuopeiisl,  The
available capacity of the Districts' treatment facilitics will, therefore, be Hmiled W levels
associated with the approved growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does 110t ennslitute
4 puaranies ol wastewater scrvicee, but s 1o advise you that the Disteicts jniend 10 provide this
service up to the levels that are Jepally permitied and to inform you of the currently existing
copacily and any praposcd expansion of ihe Pristricts’ facititics,
IMyou have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717,

Very lruly yours,

James T, Stahl

@,:b(n =, .@‘C@U\,

Ruth 1. Frazen

Engineering Technician

Finance & Properly Management Scetion

Ure

P.
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INFORMATION SHEET FOR APPLICANTS
PROPOSING TO CONNECT OR INCREASE THEIR DISCIHIARGE TO

TITE COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF 1.OS ANGELES COUNTY SEWERAG! 5vSTEM

THE PROGRAM

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County are empowered by the California Ylcalth and

safety Code 1o charpe a fee for the privilege of connceting to a Sanitation District's sewerage sustem. Your
cahnection to a City or Counly sewer constitutes a connection to a Sanitation Districl’s sewerans system as
tizse sewers Now info o Samitation District’s system. The County Sanitation Districts of Los Anvalas County
provide for the conveyance, treafment, and disposal of your wastewater. PAYMENT OF A CONNECTION
¥iil, FO THE COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY WILIL, BER
REQUIRED BEFORY, A CITY OR THE COUNTY WILL ISSUE YOU A PERMIT TO CONNECT TO
CVEHESTWER,

5

L

.

IV

WILO 15 REQUIRED 10 PAY A CONNECTION FEE?

1. Anyone connecting 1o the sewerage system for the first time for any structure localed on a parcel(y)
ol Tand within a County Sanitation District of Los Angeles County.

2. Anyone increasing the quantily of wastewater discharged due to the construction of additional
dwelling units on or a change in land usape of a parcel already connected to the seweia e system.

LS

Auyone inceeasing the improvement square footage of a commercial or institutional pareel by more
thin 25 percenl.

4. Anvonc increasing the quantity and/or strength of wastewaler from an industrial parcel.

5. Il you qualify for un Ad Valorem Tax or Demolition Credit, connection fee will be adjusied
accordingly.

TIOW AR THIE CONNECTION FEES USED?

The conneetion fees are used (o provide additional conveyance, treatment, and disposal facilitics (capital
facilities) which are made necessary by new uscrs conncceting to a Sanitation District’s seyverape system
or by existing users who signilicantly increase the quantity or sirength of their wasteweter discharpe.
The Connection Foe Progeam insures that all users pay their fair share for any necessary expansion of
fhe systcin.

HOWwW MUCIHT IS MY CONNECTION FEE?

Your connection fee can he determined from the Conncction Fee Schedule specific to the Sanitation
District in which your parcel(s) to be connceted is located. A Samitation District boundiry map is
atlachicd to each corresponding Sanitation District Connection Fee Schedule.  Your ity or County
sewer permilting oflice has copics of the Connection Pee Schedule(s) and Sanitation [Dixtrict boundary
inap(s) for your parcel(s). 1f you require verification of the Sanitation District in whicle your parcel is
Jocated, plense call the Sanitation Districts’ information number listed under Jtem 1X helow,

WITAT FORMS ARE REQUIRED*?

The Conncction Fee application package consists of the following:
I Tnformation Sheet for Applicants (this form)

2. Application foc Sewer Connection

lley bAK
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA £

Governor’s QOffice of Planning and Research

@
o g >
T gt

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Scan Wulsh
Dirceior

Aranld

T el b
tne

Notiee of Preparation

Mearch 30, 7000

Tu: Reviewing Avcncios

Pe: Prees-Uelcpram Mued Use Developiment
SO 2006041124

Auached for your 7 eview and conment 1s the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Tress-Telepram Mixe s (e
Duvelogmicnt doft Vinvironmental Inpact Report {LIR),

Responsible apencics taust transnit their comments on the scope and content of the NQP, focusing on wcilic
mlormation related fa thefr owil statutory responsibility, within 30 days of reecipt of the NOP from Uw | »ad Apeney.
Tivis s a courlesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you Lo comment in a timely
maneer. We gnconrage o.her agencics to also respoid to this notice and express their concerns carly in the
cuvitenmanial revicw process,

Please ducet your commenls (o

Craig Chalfant

Cily of Long Deach

333 W Ocean Boulevard
Tth Floor

jLonp Neach, CA 90802

with a copy to the Swte Clearinghonse in the Office of Planning and Research, Pleuse reler (o the SCH surber
nutetl abave in pil correspondence concerning this project,

{fyou bave any questions aboud the envivonmental document review process, please call the Srate Cleariiphouse at
{916) 445-0013.

Sincerely,
S e
Scoll Maorgan ~.

. Project Analyst, State Clearmubouse

_: (/ s
o

Arlachemenis
oo Tead Acenoy

1400 TENTH STREET I.C.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNLA BG5E12-3044
TEL (916) 446-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.co.pov
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base
SCH# 2006011124

Profject Titlle
L ad Aqgoncy

Typo

Demnription

1 cad Agency Contact

Marme
Agency
Plone
eniail
Ado'rcfss

City

Projact Lacation

County

Cily

fegrion

rogs Streots
FParcel No.
Township

Highways
Alrports
Railways
Walcrways
Sehools
{.and Use

- Project Issuegs

Roviewingy
Agencies

Date Receolved

Froximity to:

Frosadclegram Mixaed Use Development
Long Beach, City of

NOP Notice of Preparation

Levelopment of 542 residential units and 13,000 square feet of ground floor commierc.:

above-gicund levels end three below-ground levels, Demalition of existing slructures.

Cruig Chalfan!
Cily of Long Beach

582-570-0366 Fax
333 W. Ocean Boulevard
Tlh Floor '
LLong Beach State CA  Zip 90802
Los Angoles
Lung Beach
Pine Avenue and West Gth Street
inciudes 7273-025-020...
Range Section Base

710

LLos Anacles River, Pacific Ocean
St Anlhony, Franklin, Boyd, Poly...

TRASE N wo
mixed-u=e hinh dso towers, both 22 slories and 250 feet in height; 1,084 on-site parking spaces In loor

e s e

Commarcial/Downlown Planned Development Dislrict (PD-30)/Downtown Mixcd-Use Lanning Dhslrict

Aesihetic/Visual; Air Quality: Archacologic-Hisleric: Geologic/Seismic; Noise; Populalion/Heusing

Balance; Public Services: Recreakion/Parks; Schools/Universitics; Sewer Capacty; Soil

Erosion/Compaclion/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Walcr Supply; Growlih

Inducing: Landuse; Cumulalive Effects

e —— _

Resources Agency; California Coastal Comrnission; Oftice of Historic Preservalion; Dey
Parks and Recreation; Departmenl of Waler Resources; Depariment of Fish and Gam:;,

Atmend of

Region 5;

Department of Heallh Services; Office of Emergency Services; Native Amarican Herila, o Commission;

Stale: Lands Commissicn; California Highway Patrol, Deparimeind of Housing and Coma

2inily

Devalopment; Caltrans, Districl 7; Inlegraled Wastc Management Board, Deparirment ¢ Toxic

Substances Conlrol;, Regional Water Qualily Control Board, Redion 4

03/30/200G6

Start of Revicw 03/30/2006 End of Roview 04/28/2006

Nole: Blanks in dala fields resuit from insufficient infermation provided by lead agency.,
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Appendix B

Air Quality Data



L8 magnolia-7th.txt

CALINE4: CALIFORNIA LINE SOURCE DISPERSION MODEL
JUNE 1989 VERSION
PAGE 1
JOB: LB Press Telegram - Magnolia/7th pPM Peak
RUN: Hour 1 (WORST CASE ANGLE)
POLLUTANT: Carbon Monoxide
I. SITE VARIABLES
U= 1.0 m/s Z0= 100. M ALT= 40. (M)
BRG= WORST CASE VD= .0 CMm/s
CLAS= 7 (G) VS= .0 cMm/s
MIXH= 10. ™ AMB= 5.0 PPM
SIGTH= 25. DEGREES TEMP= 7.0 DEGREE (C)
II. LINK VARIABLES
LINK *  LINK COORDINATES (M) W EF H W

DESCRIPTION *

__________ ¥

A, 7th st w/o M *
B. 7th St e/o ™ *
C. Mag. s/o 7th *
0. Mag. n/o 7th *

X1 Y1 X2 Y2 * TYPE VPH (G/MI) (M) (M)

IIY. RECEPTOR LOCATIONS

# COORDINATES (M)

RECEPTQOR * X

IV, MODEL RESULTS

¥

% BRG
RECEPTOR * (DEG)

______________ fe

1. Recpt 1 * 351.

Y pd

(WORST CASE WIND ANGLE )

* PRED * CONC/LINK
* CONC_ * (PPM)
* (PPM) * A B cC 0D

k'

Page 1



LB Alamitos-7th.txt

CALINE4: CALIFORNIA LINE SOURCE DISPERSION MODEL
JUNE 1989 VERSION
PAGE 1

JOog: LB Press Telegram - Alamitos/7th PM peak

RUN: Hour 1

POLLUTANT: Carbon sMonoxide

I. SITE VARIABLES

(WORST CASE ANGLE)

U= 1.0 M/s Z0= 100. ™
BRG= WORST CASE VD= .0 CMm/s
CLAS= 7 (&) VS= .0 am/s
MIXH= 10. m AMB= 5.0 PPM
SIGTH= 25. DEGREES TEMP= 7.0 DEGREE {(C)
II. LINK VARIABLES
LINK * LINK COORDINATES (M) ¥

DESCRIPTION
A, 7th st w/o m *
B. 7th 5t e/o M *
C. Alamitos s/o *
D. Alamitos n/o *

X1 Y1l X2

Y2 % TYPE

IIT. RECEPTOR LOCATIONS

* COORDINATES (M)

RECEPTOR * X

1. Recpt 1 * 753

Y z

IV. MODEL RESULTS (WORST CASE WIND ANGLE )

*  BRG
RECEPTOR “ (DEG)

1. Recpt 1 * 279.

* PRED * CONC/LINK

* CONC % (PPM)

* (PPM) * A B C D
Mo e e B e e e e e e e —
* 6.1 * .6 1 3 0

Page 1

EF H
VPH  (G/MI) (M)

ALT=

40,

(M)



Page: 1
07/27/2006 1:41 PM

URBEMIS 2002 For Windows 8.7.0

File Name: Ci\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 Version B.7\ProjectsZk2\05-58551 Press Telegram Mit.urb
Project Name: 05-58551 Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development EIR
Project Location: South Coast Air Basin (Los Angeles area)

On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Bassd on EMFAC2002 version 2.2

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day ~ Summer)

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

PM10O PM10 PM10
*rk 2008 *H¥ ROG NOx co 802 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 2B.59 188.07 238.73 0.26 45,35 6.75 42 .60
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 2B.59 161.75 238.73 .26 43,11 G.51 42.60
PM10 PM10 EM10
*Ek 2009 wr# ROG NOx 920} s02 TOTAL EXHAUST DUST
TOTALS {1bs/day,unmitigated} 38.82 240.45 322.29 0.00 A.93 8.70 0.23
TOTALS {ibs/day, mitigated) 38.82 206.85 322.3% 0.00 0.89 0.66 0.23
PM10 PM10 PMLO
*rx DOLQ xE ROG O co 802 TOTAL EXHAUST DU3T
TOTALS (lbs/day,unmitigated) 28.40 167_.19 242.29 0.00 5.65 5.43 0.22
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 2B8.40 143.86 242,29 0.00 0.63 0.41 0.22
AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx cOo 502 PM10
TOTALS {lbs/day,unmitigatead) 27.06 4,33 3.32 .00 0.01
TOTALS (lbs/day, mitigated) 26.99 3.486 2.93 0.00 0.01
QOPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx co S02 PM10
TOTALS {lbs/day,unmitigated) 28.05 24.25 263.19% 0.17 24,98
TOTALS {lbs/day, mitigated) 27.73 23.85% 258.80 0.16 24 .56
SUM OF ARFA BND OPERATIONAL EMTSSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx CCo 502 PM10
TOTALS {(lbs/day,unmitigated) 55.11 28.58 266.51 0.17 24.99

TOTALS {1bs/day, mitigated) 54.72 27.31 261.73 0.16 24.57



Page: 2
07/27/2006 1:41 PM

URBEMIS 2002 For Windows B.7.0
File Rame: C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 Version B.7\ProjectsZk2\05-58551 Press Telegram Mit.urb
Project Name: 05-58551 Press-Telegram Mixed Use Development EIR
Project Location: South Ceoast Alr Basin (Los Angeles area)
On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMPAC2002 version 2.2

DETAIL REFORT
{FPounds/Day - Summer)

Construction Start Month and Year: June,

Construction Duration: 26

2008

Teotal Land Use Area to be Developead: 2.5 acres
Maximam Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 2 acres
Single Family Units: 0 Multi-Family Units: 542

Retail /Office/Institutional /Industrial Square Footage: 24300

CONSTRUCTION BMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)

*+% DOL0FEEH

FM10 PMLO FM10
Source ROG WOx cQ 502 TOTAL EXHAUST DUsT
Fhd 08NN
Phase 1 - Demclition Emissions
.Fugitive Dust - - - - 42.00 - 42,00
Off-Road Diesel 8.79 63.84 67.4% - 2.73 2.73 0.00
On-Road Diesel 5.08 107.11 22.65 D.26 3.15 2.56 0.59
Worker Trips 0.08 0.11 2.28 0.00 6.01 0.00 0.01
Maximuem lbs/day 14.96 171.06 32.38 0.26 47.85 5.29 42 .60
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 20.00 - 20.00
Off-Road Diesel 21.56 141.03 175.24 - 5,34 5.34 0.00
On-Road Diesel 2.16 47.00 B.04 0.0% 1.12 0.91 06.21
Worker Trips 0.07 0.04 0.80 0.00 0.01 .00 g.01
Maximum lbs/day 23.79 188.07 ig4a.08 0.09 26.47 6.25 20.22
Phase 3 - Building Construction
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel 27.48 177.82 225.15 - 6,73 6.73 .09
Bldg Const Worker Trips 1.10 0.64 13.58 ¢.00 0.23 0.01 0.22
Arch Ceatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Arch Ceatings Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Bsphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - Q.00 0.00 .00
Asphalt On-Read Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00D 0.00 .00
Asphalt Worker Trips a.op .00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 28.59 178.486 238.73 0.00 6.97 6.75 .22
Max lbs/day all phases 28.59 188.07 238.73 0.26 49.35 6.75 42.60
*hk QOO %
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - = 0.00 - 0.00
CGff-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 .00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 G.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 G.00 .00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 G6.00 .00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - - - 0.00 - G.00
Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 D.00 0.00
On-Road Diesel 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 G6.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.060 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum lbs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Q.00 0.00
Phase 3 - Bulilding Construction
Bldg Const Cff-Road Diesel 27.48 172.01 228.01 - 5.01 6.0L1 0.00
Bldg Const Worker Trips 1.00 0.5% 12.53 .00 0.23 0.01 0.22
Arch Coatings Off-Gas 0.00 - - - - - -
arch Coatings Worker Trips .00 0.00 0.00 G.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
&sphalt Off-Gas .18 - - - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 10.186 67.47 81.99 - 2.66 2.66 0.00
Bsphalt On-Road Diesel 0.03 0.48 0.12 0.00 0.01 0.01 ¢.00
asphalt Worker Trips 0.04 0.02 0.47 G.00 0.01 0.00¢ 0.01
Maximum 1bs/day 38.82 240.45 322.39 0.00 8.93 §.70 0.23
Max l!bs/day all phases 38.82 240,45 322.3% 0.00 B.93 8.70 0.23
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Phase 1 - Demelition Emissions
Fugitiwve Dust

Off-Road Diesel 0.00 .00 0.00

0
On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum 1bs/day 0.00 0.00 0.00
Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust - - -
Off-Road Diesel 0.08 2.0 0.00
tn-Road Diesel 0.00 .00 0.00
Worker Trips 0.060 0.00 0.00
Maximum 1bs/day 0.900 0.00 .00
Fhase 3 - Building Construction :
Bldg Ceonst Off-Road Diesel 27.48 166.65 230.7¢
Bldg Const Worker Trips 0.91 0.54 11.53
Arch Coatings Qff-Gas 0.00 - -
Arch Ceatings Worker Trips G.00 G6.00 0.00
Asphalt Off-Gas G.00 - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00
asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum 1bs/day 28.40 167.19 242,25
Max lbs/day all phases 28.40 167.19 242.29

Fhase 1 - bDemclition Assumptions

Start Month/Year for Phase 1: Jun '08

Phase 1 Duration: 2 months

Building volume Total [cubic feet): 3072000
Building Volume Daily (cubic feet): 100000
On-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 5556

Off-Road Bguipment

Ho. Type Horsepower
i Conecrete/Industrial saws 84
i Off Highway Tractors 255
2 Cther Bquipment 140
i Signal Boards 118

Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 2: hug '08
Phase 2 Duration: 3 months )
On—-Road Truck Travel (VMT): 1972
COff-Road Equipment

No. Type Horsepowsr
2 Cranes 190
2 Crushing/Processing Eguip 154
1 Excavators 180
2 Off Highway Tractors 255
2 off Highway Trucks 417
1 Signal Boards 119

Phase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions

Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Nowv '0OB

Phase 3 Duration: 21 months
Start Menth/Year for SubPhase Building: Neov '08
SubPhase Building Duration: 20 months
off-Road Eguipment

Ho. Type Horsepower
2 Cranes 130
2 Off Highway Tractors 255
4 Off Highway Trucks 417
2 Other Equipment 1890
1 Signal Boards 119
1 Tractor/Loaders/Backhoes k!

SubPhase Architectural Ceoatings Turned OFF
start Month/Year for SubPhase Asphalt: Jun '09
SubPhase Asphalt Duraticon: 1 months

Acres to be Paved: 1.5

Off-FRoad Equipment

NG. Type Horsepower
1 Other EBguipment 130
1 Pavers 132
2 Paving Equipment 111
1 Rollers 114

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

Lot B ]
=
=

Load Factor
0.730
0.410
0.620
D.820

Load Factor
.430
.780
. 580
.410
.490
.B20

OO0

Load Factor
0.430
0.410
0.45%0
0.620
0.820
0.465%

Load Factor
0.620
0.5%0
0.530
0.430

0.00 -
Q.00 .00
0.00 Q.00
0._00 0.g0
0.00 0.00G
0.00 -
g.o0 0.00
0.00 2.00
0.00 0.00
g.00 0.00
5.42 5.4z
2.23 0.01
0.00 0.00
.08 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
5.65 5.43
5.65 5.43
Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
Hours/Day
B.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0
Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0
8.0

v R e [ B v i I o ] [ Tl o e o ]

oo R e e e

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00
.22
.00
.00
Selel
.00
.22

.22
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1 Surfacing Equipment 437 0.490
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AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES
Source

Hatural Gas

Hearth - No summer emissions

Landscaping

Consumer Prdcts

Architectural Ceatings

TOTALS {1bs/day,unmitigated)

(Summer PFounds per

ROG
0.33

0.21
26.52
¢.00
27.08

W=
4.32

Day, Unmitigated)

co
1.94

1.38

3.32

802
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UNMITIGATED OPERATIY

ROG
Apartments high rise 24.00
Junior college (2 yrs) €5 4.05
TOTAL EMISSIONS (lbs/day) 28.05

ORAL FMISSTONS

HOx co 502
is.21 210.97 0.13
5.04 52.22 G.03
24.25 263,18 0.17

Includes correction for passby trips.

Includes the following double counti
Residential trips: 2.20 % re

OPERATIONAL (Vehicle)

Analysis Year: 2008 Temperature (F)

EMFAC Version: EMFRC2002 (9/2002)
Summary of Land Uses:

Unit Type Acreage
Apartments high rise 8.74

Juniocr college (2 yrs) CS

Vehicle Assumptions:

ng adjustment for internal trips:
duction. HNonresidential trips:

EMISSION ESTIMATES

HE 1Y) Seascon: Summer
No.
Trip Rate Units
4.11 trips/dwelling unit 542.00
25.43 trips/1000 sg. ft. 24,30

Sum of Total Trips
Total Vehicle Miles Traveled

Fleet Mix:
Vehicle Type Percent Type Won-Catalyst Catalyst
Light Auto 55.00 1.60 98.00
Light Truck < 3,750 1bs 15.00 2.70 95.30
Light Truck 3,751- 5,750 16.20 1.20 87.50
Med Truck 5,75%1- 8,500 7.20 1.40 95.80
Lite-Heavy B8,501-10,000 1.10 0.00 81.80
Lite-Heavy 10,001-14,000 0.40 0.00 50.00
tied-Heavy 14,001-33,000 1.00 0.00 20.00
Heavy—-Heavy 33,001-60,Q00 Q.90¢ Q.00 11.10
Ling Haul > 60,000 1bs 0.00 0.00 0.00
Urban Bus 0.20 0.00 50.00
Motorcycle 1.70 76.350 23.50
School Bus 0.10 0.00 0.00
Motor Home 1.20 8.30 83.30
Travel Conditions
Residential Commercia
' Home- Home- Home -

Work Shop Other Commute Non-Work
Urban Trip Length (miles) 11.% 4.9 &.0 10.3 5.5
Rural Trip Length (miles) 11.5 q.9 £.0 10.3 2.5
Trip Speeds (mph) 35.0 40.0 40.0 40.0 40.0
% of Trips - Residential 20.90 37.0 43.0
% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)

Junior college (2 yrs) CSULG Arts Co

uneil Office and C1 5.0 2.5

PM10
19.80
5.18

24.98

7.48 % reduction.

Total
Trips

2,226.40
§18.01

2,844.41
16,455.55

Diesel
0.40
2.00
1,30
2.80

18.20
50.00
80.00
88.90

100.00

50.00
0.00

100,00

8.40

1

Customer
5.5

5.5

40.0

Q2.
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Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages

The Trip Rate and/or Acreage values for Apartments high rise
have changed from the defaults 5.28/8.74 to 4.2/8.74

Changes made to the default values for Construction

The user has overridden the Default Phase Lengths

Phase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 1 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phasa 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Fhase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Fhase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 2 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phasze 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from
Phase 3 mitigation measure
has been changed from

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use agueous diesel fuel

off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
off to on.

On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use agueous diesel fuel

oEf to on.

On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
off to on.

Solil Disturbance: Apply soil stabilizers to inactive areas

off to on,

Soil Disturbkance: Replace grOund'c0ver in disturbed areas gquickly

off to on. :

Soil Disturbance: Water exposed surfaces - 2x daily

off teo on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use aguecus diesel fuel

off to on,

Off-Read Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
off to on.

On-Road Diesel Bxhaust: Use agpecns diesel fuel

of f te on.

On~Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
off to on.

Stockpiles: Cover all stock piles with tarps

cff to on.

Unpaved Roads: Water all haul roads Zx daily

off to on.

Unpaved Roads: Reduce speed on unpaved roads to < 15 mph
off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
off to on.

Off-Road Diesel Exhaust:
off to on.

On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use agquecous diesel fuel

off to aon.

On-Road Diesel Exhaust: Use diesel particulate filter
ofEf to on.

Pse agueous diesel fuel
Use diesel particulate filter
Use aguecus diesel fuel

Use dilesel particulate filter

Changes made to the default walues for Area

The
The
The
The landscape year changed
Mitigation measura

has been changed from
Mitigation measure

has been changed from

hearth opticn switch changed from on to off.
arch. coatings option switch changed from on to off.
area souce mitigation measure option switch changed from off to on.

from 2005 te 2008.

Residential Increase Efficiency Beyond Title 24

off to on.

Commercial Increase Efficiency Beyond Title 24

off to on.

Changes made to the default values for Operations

The
The
The
The
The
The
The

double counting option

Res and Nopn-Res Mix of

pass by trips coption switch changed from off to on.

gwitch changed from off to on.

mitigation option switch changed from off to on.
operational emission year changed from 2005 to 2008.

Uses Mitigation changed from off to on.

Res and Hon-Res Local-Serving Retail Mitigation changed from off to on.
Res and Won-Res Transit Service Mitigation changed from off to on.
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Introduction

This report was prepared for the purpose of assisting City of Long Beach in their compliance with the Califor-
nia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as it relates to historic resources, in connection with a proposal to con-
struct 542 residential units in two high-rise towers on the block bounded by Locust Avenue, 7th Street, Pine

Avenue, and 6th Street. Both towers would be approximately 22 stories and 250 feet in height. The project
would also include ground floor commercial space and a new subterranean and above-ground parking struc-
ture. The project proposes to integrate the exterior building walls of the Meeker Building (also known as the
Baker Building, 650 Pine Avenue), a City-designated historic landmark located on the southeast corner of 7th
Street and Pine Avenue, and portions of the existing interior of the Press-Telegram Building (604 Pine Ave-
nue). The exterior building walls of both the Meeker (Baker) and the Press-Telegram buildings are proposed to
be preserved and restored to their respective historic conditions. [Figure 1]

This report assesses the historical and architectural significance of potentially significant historic properties
in accordance with the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical Re-
sources (CRHR) Criteria for Evaluation, and City of Long Beach criteria. A determination will be made as to
whether adverse environmental impacts on historic resources, as defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines,
may occur as a consequence of the proposed project, and recommend the adoption of mitigation measures, as
appropriate.

This report was prepared by San Buenaventura Research Associates of Santa Paula, California, Judy Triem, His-
torian; and Mitch Stone, Preservation Planner, for Rincon Consultants, Inc., and is based on a field investiga-
tion and research conducted January to June, 2006. The conclusions contained herein represent the profes-
sional opinions of San Buenaventura Research Associates, and are based on the factual data available at the
time of its preparation, the application of the appropriate local, state and federal regulations, and best pro-
fessional practices.

Administrative Setting

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires evaluation of project impacts on historic resources,
including properties “listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Re-
sources [or] included in a local register of historical resources.” A resource is eligible for listing on the Cali-
fornia Register of Historical Resources if it meets any of the criteria for listing, which are:

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of Califor-
nia’s history and cultural heritage;

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;
Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or rep-
resents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

By definition, the California Register of Historical Resources also includes all “properties formally determined
eligible for, or listed in, the National Register of Historic Places,” and certain specified State Historical Land-
marks. The majority of “formal determinations” of NRHP eligibility occur when properties are evaluated by the
State Office of Historic Preservation in connection with federal environmental review procedures (Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966). Formal determinations of eligibility also occur when prop-
erties are nominated to the NRHP, but are not listed due to owner objection.
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Figure 1. Site Location [USGS 7.5" Quadrangle, Long Beach, 1964]
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The criteria for determining eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) have been
developed by the National Park Service. Properties may qualify for NRHP listing if they:

A. are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or
are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that represent
the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distin-
guishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

According to the National Register of Historic Places guidelines, the “essential physical features” of a property
must be present for it to convey its significance. Further, in order to qualify for the NRHP, a resource must
retain its integrity, or “the ability of a property to convey its significance.”

The seven aspects of integrity are: Location (the place where the historic property was constructed or the
place where the historic event occurred); Design (the combination of elements that create the form, plan,
space, structure, and style of a property); Setting (the physical environment of a historic property); Materials
(the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular period of time and in a particular
pattern or configuration to form a historic property); Workmanship (the physical evidence of the crafts of a
particular culture or people during any given period of history or prehistory); Feeling (a property’s expression
of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period of time), and; Association (the direct link between an
important historic event or person and a historic property).

The relevant aspects of integrity depend upon the National Register criteria applied to a property. For exam-
ple, a property nominated under Criterion A (events), would be likely to convey its significance primarily
through integrity of location, setting and association. A property nominated solely under Criterion C (design)
would usually rely primarily upon integrity of design, materials and workmanship. The California Register pro-
cedures include similar language with regard to integrity.

The minimum age criterion for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California Register of
Historical Resources (CRHR) is 50 years. Properties less than 50 years old may be eligible for listing on the
NRHP if they can be regarded as “exceptional,” as defined by the NRHP procedures, or in terms of the CRHR,
“if it can be demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance” (Chapter
11, Title 14, 84842(d)(2))

Historic resources as defined by CEQA also includes properties listed in “local registers” of historic properties.
A “local register of historic resources” is broadly defined in §5020.1 (k) of the Public Resources Code, as “a
list of properties officially designated or recognized as historically significant by a local government pursuant
to a local ordinance or resolution.” Local registers of historic properties come essentially in two forms: (1)
surveys of historic resources conducted by a local agency in accordance with Office of Historic Preservation
procedures and standards, adopted by the local agency and maintained as current, and (2) landmarks desig-
nated under local ordinances or resolutions. These properties are “presumed to be historically or culturally
significant... unless the preponderance of the evidence demonstrates that the resource is not historically or
culturally significant.” (Public Resources Code 8§ 5024.1, 21804.1, 15064.5)
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Long Beach Landmark Criteria

According to §2.63.050 of the Long Beach Municipal Code (Criteria for designation of landmarks and landmark
districts), a cultural resource may be recommended for designation as a landmark or landmark district if it
manifests one of the following criteria:

A. It possesses a significant character, interest or value attributable to the development, heritage or
cultural characteristics of the city, the southern California region, the state or the nation; or

B. Itis the site of a historic event with a significant place in history; or

C. TItis associated with the life of a person or persons significant to the community, city, region or na-
tion; or
It portrays the environment in an era of history characterized by a distinctive architectural style; or
It embodies those distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or engineering specimen; or
It is the work of a person or persons whose work has significantly influenced the development of the
city or the southern California region; or

G. It contains elements of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship which represent a significant inno-
vation or

H. TItis a part of or related to a distinctive area and should be developed or preserved according to a
specific historical, cultural or architectural motif; or

I. It represents an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood or community due to its
unique location or specific distinguishing characteristic; or

J. Itis, or has been, a valuable information source important to the prehistory or history of the city,
the southern California region or the state; or

K. It is one of the few remaining examples in the city, region, state or nation possessing distinguishing
characteristics of an architectural or historical type; or

L. In the case of the designation of a tree(s) based on historic significance, that the tree(s) is (are)
associated with individuals, places and/or events that are deemed significant based on their impor-
tance to national, state and community history; or

M. In the case of the designation of a tree(s) based on cultural contribution, that the tree(s) is (are)
associated with a particular event or adds (add) significant aesthetic or cultural contribution to the
community. (Ord. ORD-05-0026 § 1, 2005; Ord. C-6961 & 1 (part), 1992).

Impact Thresholds and Mitigation

According to PRC §21084.1, “a project that may cause a substantial change in the significance of an historical
resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.” The Public Resources Code
broadly defines a threshold for determining if the impacts of a project on an historic property will be signifi-
cant and adverse. By definition, a substantial adverse change means, “demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alterations,” such that the significance of an historical resource would be impaired (PRC §5020.1(6)). For pur-
poses of NRHP eligibility, reductions in a resource’s integrity (the ability of the property to convey its signifi-
cance) should be regarded as potentially adverse impacts.

Further, according to the CEQA Guidelines, “an historical resource is materially impaired when a project...
[d]emolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of an historical resource
that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the Cali-
fornia Register of Historical Resources [or] that account for its inclusion in a local register of historical re-
sources pursuant to section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or its identification in an historical re-
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sources survey meeting the requirements of section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, unless the public
agency reviewing the effects of the project establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource is
not historically or culturally significant.”

The lead agency is responsible for the identification of “potentially feasible measures to mitigate significant
adverse changes in the significance of an historical resource.” The specified methodology for determining if

impacts are mitigated to less than significant levels are the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treat-
ment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic
Buildings and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating His-

toric Buildings (1995), publications of the National Park Service. (PRC §15064.5(b)(3-4))

Historical Setting
General Historical Context

The present city of Long Beach is located on a portion of the 300,000 acres of land granted to Manuel Nieto
by the Spanish colonial government in 1784. This tract would subsequently be divided into five smaller land
grants, including Rancho Los Alamitos and Rancho Cerritos, on which Long Beach would later be established.
The former was purchased in 1840 by real estate speculator and cattleman Abel Stearns, who was in the proc-
ess of amassing one of the largest land-holdings in Southern California, known collectively as Stearn’s Ran-
chos. Rancho Los Alamitos was purchased in 1843 by Los Angeles merchant John Temple. Both Stearns and
Temple became victims of the prolonged droughts of the early 1860s, eventually selling the two ranchos to
Jotham Bixby.

The first effort to develop the ranchos was attempted by William E. Wilmor, in 1880, on a portion of the Bixby
landholdings. He called his townsite the “American Colony” or “Willmore City.” Willmore was a few years too
early to benefit from the enormous railroad-inspired Southern California land boom of the late 1880s, and was
undercapitalized. His efforts failed, but Willmore's 1882 subdivision formed the precursor to modern Long
Beach. The townsite was purchased in 1884 by the Long Beach Land and Water Company, which began making
significant improvements, including the construction of a wharf and hotel, and connecting the town to the
Southern Pacific Railroad’s Wilmington branch. The elements for growth now in place, the expansion was ex-
plosive, especially after the opening of a Pacific Electric line to the city in 1902. Long Beach, which had be-
come one of the region’s premier seaside resorts, was incorporated as a city in 1908.

The city began to take on a more commercial and industrial character with the construction of harbor facili-
ties, beginning with the relocation of the Craig Shipbuilding Company to Long Beach in 1907. The Port of
Long Beach continued to expand as oceanfront lands were reclaimed, particularly after the discovery of major
oil fields at nearby Signal Hill in 1921. The 1920s would be a defining decade for Long Beach, as it expanded
rapidly on the twin pillars of tourism and commerce, emerging as a city rivaling Los Angeles for regional stat-
ure and importance.

The devastating 1933 Long Beach earthquake was a major setback for Long Beach, particularly coming as it
did at the nadir of the Great Depression. The city’s fortunes would return fairly quickly, however, with the con-
tinued development of local oil resources during the 1930s, and the establishment of the Long Beach Navy
Base and Shipyard in 1940.
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Site-Specific Context
Long Beach Press-Telegram

The city’s prominent daily newspaper was formed in 1924, from the merger of two existing papers, the Long
Beach Press and the Long Beach Telegram. The Press, a semi-weekly founded in 1897 by John G. Palmer and
F.R. Smith, became the third of three newspapers to be published in the growing community, but only for a
matter of weeks. Palmer and Smith quickly absorbed their two competitors, The Breaker, which traced its pub-
lication history to 1888, and the Eye, which first appeared in 1893, combining them into the expanded opera-
tions of the Press.

Two years later, the paper was purchased by J.A. Miller who in turn sold the newspaper to a group of inves-
tors, the Press Publishing Company. In 1902 the new ownership began publishing the newspaper for the first
time as a daily. The Press now competed for readership with the Tribune, which was founded by T.W. Lincoln as
a weekly in 1898, but had gone to daily publication in 1900.

In subsequent years, the Tribune came to be owned by Frank F. Merriam, who served in the State Legislature
from 1917-26, as Lieutenant Governor 1931-34, and was elected governor of California in 1934. In 1907 Mer-
riam sold his interests in the Tribune to the Press Publishing Company. The merged newspapers continued pub-
lishing as the Long Beach Press. In 1911 the Press was purchased by a group of investors headed by William F.
Prisk and Charles H. Prisk.

A few years earlier, in 1906, William Prisk and younger brother Charles had purchased the Pasadena Star,
which they merged into the Pasadena News ten years later. After the brothers, along with a number of addi-
tional partners, purchased the Long Beach Press in 1911, Charles Prisk took over the management of the Star,
while William Prisk published the Press. They lived in Pasadena and Long Beach, respectively. After Charles
Prisk died in 1940, William Prisk assumed the management of the Star-News companies.

The Long Beach Telegram was founded in 1904 by veteran newspaperman Frank C. Roberts. Born in Ohio in
1856, Roberts worked for numerous newspapers throughout the United States before settling in Long Beach
after 1900. In 1905, Roberts took on James J. Penny as a partner in the Long Beach Daily Telegram Company.
With the death of Frank Roberts in 1922, the paper entered into a period of uncertainty, while his widow May
E. Roberts, whom he'd married during the mid-1890s, and Belle McCord Roberts, a daughter from a previous
marriage, vied for control of the company. Belle Roberts prevailed in a lawsuit, taking control of the newspa-
per as its editor and publisher in December 1922. For the next two years, she was reputed to be the only
woman in the United States to edit and publish a major daily newspaper.

In 1923, two new daily newspapers were established in Long Beach, the Sun and the News. In this environ-
ment of increased competition for readership, a merger between the Press and the Telegram was engineered in
1924. William F. Prisk took over as editor and publisher of the Press-Telegram, and Belle McCord Roberts moved
to the sidelines as a vice-president and minority stockholder, eventually selling her shares in the company to
newspaper owner Ira C. Copley. William Prisk continued to run the Press-Telegram until 1952, when the news-
paper was sold to the Ritter newspaper chain.

In 1924 a new four-story office and printing building was constructed on Pine Avenue and Sixth Street to
house the joined Press and Telegram. The designer was the notable Long Beach architect W. Horace Austin.
The building grew to accommodate the expansion of the newspaper. Significant additions and alterations were
made to the building in 1945, 1948 and 1972.
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William F. Prisk

William Frederick Prisk was born in Nevada County in 1870, the second son of William and Mary Hosking Prisk.
He began his career in the newspaper industry at ten years of age, as a newspaper carrier, advancing to type-
setting a few years later. At the age of 18, he became a partner in the publication of the Grass Valley Evening
Telegraph, the first of numerous newspapers in which he would hold an interest during his lifetime. Prisk
worked as the paper’s typesetter, reporter and business manager. He sold his share of the paper after two
years, and invested in the Fresno Review. During this period, he worked as a market reporter in San Francisco
and for the Sacramento Union. Prisk returned to Grass Valley in 1893 to become the editor and publisher of
the Grass Valley Union. In 1897, he was elected to the State Senate, the youngest member of that body to
that date. He served a single term. He probably arrived in Long Beach in 1911, the year he and his brother
purchased the Long Beach Press.

William Prisk died in Long Beach in 1962, at the age of 92. Two years earlier, he had been recognized by the
state Legislature as “one of California’s most distinguished and best-loved citizens.” He was inducted into the
California Newspaper Publisher’s Association Hall of Fame in 1965. During the 1950s, a Long Beach elementary
school was name in honor of William Prisk, who by that time was sometimes referred to as “Mr. Long Beach.”

Belle McCord Roberts

Roxie Belle McCord Roberts was born in Greenville, Bond County, Illinois in 1878 to Frank Roberts and Rox-
anna Dresser. Her mother died the same year, possibly in childbirth, and she was placed in the care of her
aunt and uncle, John W. McCord and Alenia Dresser McCord, who either formally or informally adopted her. She
attended the Port Byron Academy in Port Byron, Illinois, and the Hedding College Conservatory in Abingdon,
Illinois. Her undergraduate education was at Cornell College in Iowa, and she earned an M.A. in English at
Northwestern University. She taught music and speech at an Iowa high school, and upon returning to Green-
ville around 1910, operated a school for public speaking. Her grandfather was one-term Illinois State Senator
Nathaniel Dresser, and her uncle, William A. Northcott, served as Lieutenant Governor of Illinois.

In 1912 her grandfather died and left her a substantial inheritance. McCord used the money to purchase a
ranch near Beulah, Pueblo County, Colorado, remaining there until 1919, when Frank Roberts asked her to join
him in Long Beach. During the late 1920s, after divesting her shares in the Press-Telegram, Belle McCord Rob-
erts purchased extensive gold mining interests in California and Nevada, which she operated as the Roberts
Mining and Milling Company, along with several partners and advisors. By the late 1930s, the company had
bankrupted, taking most of her fortune with it. During her lifetime, Belle McCord Roberts was also a noted
public speaker, political activist, and a championship trapshooter. She died in Long Beach in 1948.

W. Horace Austin, AIA

William Horace Austin was born in Kansas in 1881, moving to Long Beach with his family in 1895. He began
his association with architecture working in the building trades, and later was educated in architecture at the
University of Pennsylvania, although he apparently returned to California without obtaining a full degree. Dur-
ing the course of his career, Austin became one of the city’s most prolific commercial and institutional archi-
tects. His many design credits in Long Beach include the Farmers and Merchants Banks (1921), City National
Bank (1921), Long Beach Junior College (1929), Adelaide Techenor Hospital School clinic (1937), and numer-
ous reconstructions and remodeling projects after the 1933 earthquake.
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Outside of Long Beach, he designed the Seal Beach City Hall (1929), the Compton Middle School (1929),
Compton Grammar School (1930), the Santa Ana Masonic Hall (1930), the Bowers Memorial Museum in Santa
Ana (1930, with Frank Landsdown), and the San Pedro Post Office/Federal Building (1934-36, with Gordon
Kaufmann). Collaborating with Los Angeles architect John C. Austin (apparently unrelated) he designed the
Citrus Union High School (1921), Woodrow Wilson School in Long Beach (1925 with Ausin and Frederick Ash-
ley) and the Riverside Junior High School (1925 with Austin and Frederick Ashley). He died in Long Beach in
1942.

Potential Historic Resources
604 Pine Avenue (Long Beach Press-Telegram Building)

This four-story building located on a prominent corner is characterized by a symmetrical organization of bays
along the primary Pine Avenue and Sixth Street elevations, defined by wide brick piers. Each bay is subdivided
vertically into three parts by narrow, shallow pilasters topped by capitols and terminating in arches. A blind
arcade consisting of shallow arches wraps the main elevations above the bays and below the cornice. The cor-
nice is supported by scrolled piano-leg brackets between each bay. A dentil moulding runs underneath. The
street-level elevations are similarly divided into eight storefronts on the two streets frontages. The storefront
materials are modern anodized aluminum. The primary building material is poured-in-place concrete, faced
with brick. Fenestration located within the bays, which consists of aluminum casements, is covered by a mod-
ern louvered aluminum grill. Architecturally, the building exhibits the abstracted Italian Renaissance Revival
style as it was utilized frequently during the 1920s

The Press-Telegram building was constructed in 1924 and designed by noted Long Beach architect H. Horace
Austin. At that time, the building consisted of three bays on Pine Avenue and eight bays on 6th Street. A
fourth bay was added circa 1930. The building was substantially damaged in the 1933 earthquake, and re-
paired. In 1944-45, a 50 by 70 foot addition was made, apparently to the rear of the building, along Tribune
Alley. The building was then roughly doubled in street-frontage with the addition of the four matching bays
on Pine Street. The architect for this addition was J.H. Davies, apparently working from Austin’s original ar-
chitectural scheme. In 1968 the original sash windows were replaced with the existing aluminum windows.
Presumably, the aluminum grills within the bays were added at the same time. The ground floor, including the
lobby areas and storefronts, were altered to their present configurations during a major remodeling campaign
in 1969-71. A 15,000 square foot steel-roofed building was added in 1972-73. [Photos 1, 2]

644 Pine Avenue

This two-story commercial building was constructed in 1925, and for several decades was occupied by the
Singer Sewing Machine Company store. The original architect, if any, is unknown. This building was exten-
sively altered to its current appearance in 1978. Only the original terra cotta cornice and a small portion of
the upper facade remain. [Photo 3]

650 Pine Avenue (Meeker/Baker Building)

The Long Beach Municipal Code contains the following description of this property in connection with its des-
ignation as a City Landmark, including the reasons for its designation:

16.52.720 The Meeker Building.
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Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 2.63 and with the recommendation of the planning commission, the
city council designates the following building as an historical landmark in the city: The Meeker Building.

A. Location, Description and Reasons for Designation. Located at 650 Pine Avenue/112 East 7th Street in
the city, the Meeker Building was constructed in 1924 at the eastern end of the main commercial street of
Long Beach. The two-story structure occupies a prominent corner of the business district, contributing to
its character and continuity. The building was designed in the Renaissance Revival style and still exhibits
elements of that style, primarily on the second story. Elements of the original style still extant include
decorative brick and tile work, arched openings, medallions, and a frieze with medallions. Some altera-
tions on the corner have damaged the integrity of the building, but the structure remains a representative
example of commercial architecture in downtown Long Beach from the 1920’s period of development.

The building entrance at 112 E. 7th Street retains its monumental architectural character in its original
condition. It is a two-story Renaissance-styled doorway, flanked by paired columns. The two-story lobby
contains an open staircase and original cage elevator. The lobby walls are decorated with cast plaster
ornamental floral designs in a frieze.

The second story retains all its original interiors: mahogany woodwork, original glass and mahogany doors
with transoms, original double-hung wood frame windows, high ceiling heights. The retention of all the
original 1924 building fabric in the interiors is remarkable, and a special asset of the building.

The aluminum storefront sign which obscures the facade is removable; original building material exists
underneath. (Ord. C-6921 & 3, 1991).

The current appearance of this building appears to be substantially similar today. Some effort to introduce
more suitable ground floor storefront treatments has apparently occurred subsequent to this designation.
[Photo 4]

Eligibility of Historic Resources
National and California Registers: Significance, Eligibility and Integrity

604 Pine Avenue (Long Beach Press-Telegram Building). The Long Beach Press-Telegram, created by the
merger of the Press and Telegram in 1924, represents the combined operations of at least five previous news-
papers in the city dating historically to 1888. The newspaper can consequently be regarded as having a nearly
120 year relationship with the city of Long Beach extending back through its predecessors on the Press side of
the company’s family tree, to the city’s founding decade. It has operated continuously under its current mast-
head, and in its present location, for over 80 years. The Press-Telegram Building should therefore be regarded
as potentially eligible for the NRHP and CRHR under Criterion A (1) for its lengthy association with Long
Beach as one its most prominent commercial institutions.

The property should also be regarded as potentially eligible for the NRHP and CRHR under Criterion B (2) for
its association with individuals of importance to the city of Long Beach, including Frank C. Roberts, founder
of the Long Beach Telegram in 1904, who was lauded as one of the city’s leading citizens on his death in
1922; with William Prisk, who purchased the Long Beach Press in 1911 and was known statewide for his ef-
forts in newspaper publishing and locally as the newspaper’s publisher for nearly 30 years; and with Belle
McCord Roberts, briefly the only woman to publish a major daily newspaper in the United States, and who was
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also apparently instrumental in engineering the merger of the Press and Telegram into its current configura-
tion.

The property also appears to be eligible for the NRHP and CRHR under Criterion C (3) as a building designed
by W. Horace Austin, one of the city’s most prominent architects during the 1920s, and as a scarce remaining
example of monumental commercial architecture of the period.

Integrity Discussion: The integrity of location for this property is intact; it is located on the site on
which it was originally constructed. The integrity of design was substantially compromised during the
1960s and 1970s, with the addition of aluminum screens over the windows, the replacement of the win-
dows themselves, and the alteration of the ground floor storefronts. The historical setting for the prop-
erty is substantially diminished, due to the replacement of much of the surrounding historic commercial
district with contemporary construction over the last 20 years. To the extent that the property is altered,
its integrity of materials and workmanship is also reduced. The property’s integrity of feeling and asso-
ciation are largely intact, as the building remains in use as a newspaper office.

On a whole, this property appears to lack the integrity required for it to be eligible for listing on the
NRHP or CRHR.

644 Pine Avenue. This property does not appear to be associated with events of importance to the develop-
ment of Long Beach (Criteria A/1), or with individuals known to be of significance to the city’s history (Crite-
rion B/2). It should not be regarded as potentially eligible under Criterion C (3) due to the extensive altera-
tions to its appearance which occurred in 1978.

650 Pine Avenue (Meeker/Baker Building). This property does not appear to be associated with events of
importance to the development of Long Beach (Criteria A/1), or with individuals known to be of significance
to the city’s history (Criterion B/2). However, it should be regarded as potentially eligible under Criterion C
(3) as a good, representative example of Renaissance Revival style commercial architecture of the 1920s.

Integrity Discussion: The integrity of location for this property is intact; it is located on the site on
which it was originally constructed. The integrity of design was somewhat compromised with the altera-
tion of the ground floor storefronts. The historical setting for the property is substantially diminished,
due to the replacement of much of the surrounding historic commercial district with contemporary con-
struction over the last 20 years. To the extent that the property is altered, its integrity of materials and
workmanship is also reduced. The property’s integrity of feeling and association are largely intact, as
the building remains in it historical use, as a commercial building, with apartments on the second floor.

On a whole, this property appears to retain a sufficient level of integrity required for it to be eligible for
listing on the NRHP or CRHR.

Properties Less Than 50 Years of Age

Properties less than 50 years of age may be eligible if they can be found to be “exceptional.” While no hard
and fast definition for “exceptional” is provided in the NRHP literature, the special language developed to
support nominating these properties was clearly intended to accommodate properties which demonstrate a
level of importance such that their historical significance can be understood without the passage of time. In
general, according to NRHP literature, eligible “exceptional” properties may include, “resources so fragile that
survivors of any age are unusual. [Exceptionalness] may be a function of the relative age of a community and
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its perceptions of old and new. It may be represented by a building or structure whose developmental or de-
sign value is quickly recognized as historically significant by the architectural or engineering profession [or] it
may be reflected in a range of resources for which the community has an unusually strong associative attach-
ment.” No properties in the study area appear to rise to the exceptional level.

Local Significance and Eligibility

604 Pine Avenue (Long Beach Press-Telegram Building). This building was determined by the City of Long
Beach to be eligible for listing as a City Landmark in connection with a survey of historic properties con-
ducted in 1988. It was not listed at that time, for reasons which are not fully apparent. However, this prop-
erty appears to remain eligible for local designation under criteria A, B, C, D, F and I of the Landmarks Ordi-
nance.

644 Pine Avenue. This property does not appear to be eligible for local designation under any ordinance cri-
terion. It has no known historic associations and due to the extensive alterations which occurred in 1978,
should not be regarded as architecturally significant. It does not appear to have been previously determined
to be eligible through the 1988 survey or other inventories or determinations.

650 Pine Avenue (Meeker/Baker Building). This property is currently a designated Long Beach City Land-
mark.

Conclusion

The properties located at 604 Pine Avenue and 650 Pine Avenue should be regarded as historic resources for
the purpose of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Project Impacts

1. Presently, the property located at 604 Pine Avenue is ineligible for listing on the NRHP and CRHR due
primarily to a lack of design integrity. The proposed project proposes to restore the building’s exte-
rior street elevations to their historic appearance. Taken on its own, this activity could result in the
property becoming eligible for listing on the NRHP and CRHR. However, the project also proposes the
removal of a substantial quantity of historic building fabric, including roughly 40% of the above-
ground interior spaces of the building related to its historic use, as well as the permanent attach-
ment of new construction which does not respect the materials, features, size, scale and proportion,
and massing of the historic property. This activity would likely cause the property to become ineligi-
ble for the NRHP and CRHR, even if the property had not been previously altered. Taken as a whole,
therefore, the impact of the project with respect to NRHP and CRHR eligibility is neutral.

The property is currently eligible for designation as a City Landmark. The project proposes the re-
moval of a substantial quantity of historic building fabric, including roughly 40% of the above-
ground interior spaces of the building related to its historic use, as well as the permanent attach-
ment of new construction which does not respect the materials, features, size, scale and proportion,
and massing of the historic property. Consequently, the proposed activities will result in a currently
eligible property potentially becoming ineligible for designation as a City Landmark. Therefore, the
project will result in a significant adverse impact on an historic resource which cannot be mitigated
to a less than significant and adverse level. (Class 1)
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2. The proposed project will result in the loss of extensive historic building fabric for 650 Pine Avenue,
including all or most of the interior spaces of the building related to its historic use, as well as the
permanent attachment of the historic building to new construction which does not respect the mate-
rials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing of the historic property. As an offsetting fac-
tor, the project also proposes to restore the exterior building facade to its historic appearance. These
proposed activities will result in the property no longer remaining eligible for listing on the NRHP or
CRHR, or as a City Landmark, due to a significant loss of design and setting integrity. These proposed
activities will result in a significant adverse impact on an historic resource which cannot be miti-
gated to a less than significant and adverse level. (Class 1)

3. The project is located in proximity to two designated City Landmarks, 601 Pine Avenue and the
Walker Building, at 4th Street and Pine Avenue. Due to the scale, size, bulk and design of the pro-
posed project, the project may have potentially adverse impacts on these properties resulting from a
reduction of integrity of historic setting. However, due to the extensive new construction and rede-
velopment which has occurred in downtown Long Beach within the past two to three decades, the
existing historic setting for the designated landmarks has already been substantially degraded. There-
fore, the proposed project should not be seen as having a significant indirect impact on these prop-
erties.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts

A principle of environmental impact mitigation is that some measure or combination of measures may, if in-
corporated into a project, serve to avoid or reduce significant and adverse impacts to a historic resource. In
reference to mitigating impacts on historic resources, the CEQA Guidelines state:

Where maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, preservation, conservation or recon-
struction of the historical resource will be conducted in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating,
Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and Grimmer, the project's impact on the
historical resource shall generally be considered mitigated below a level of significance and thus is not
significant. (PRC §15126.4 (b)(1))

These standards, developed by the National Park Service, represent design guidelines for carrying out historic
preservation, restoration and rehabilitation projects. The Secretary’s Standards and the supporting literature
describe historic preservation principles and techniques, and offers recommended means for carrying them
out. Adhering to the Standards is the only method described within CEQA for reducing project impacts on his-
toric resources to less than significant and adverse levels.

The demolition of an historic property cannot be seen as conforming with the Secretary of the Interior’s Stan-
dards. Therefore, the absolute loss of an historic property should generally be regarded as an adverse envi-
ronmental impact which cannot be mitigated to a less than significant and adverse level. Further, the useful-
ness of documentation of an historic resource, through photographs and measured drawings, as mitigation for
its demolition, is limited by the CEQA Guidelines, which state:

In some circumstances, documentation of an historical resource, by way of historic narrative, photographs
or architectural drawings, as mitigation for the effects of demolition of the resource will not mitigate the
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effects to a point where clearly no significant effect on the environment would occur. (PRC §15126.4

(b)(2))

Implied by this language is the existence of circumstances whereby documentation may mitigate the impact
of demolition to a less than significant level. However, the conditions under which this might be said to have
occurred are not described in the Guidelines. It is also noteworthy that the existing CEQA case law does not
appear to support the concept that the loss of an historic resource can be mitigated to less than adverse im-
pact levels by means of documentation or commemoration. (League for Protection of Oakland’s Architectural
and Historic Resources v. City of Oakland [1997] 52 Cal.App.4th 896)

Taken in their totality, the CEQA Guidelines require a project which will have potentially adverse impacts on
historic resources to conform to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, in order for the impacts to be miti-
gated to below significant and adverse levels. However, CEQA also mandates the adoption of feasible mitiga-
tion measures which will reduce adverse impacts, even if the residual impacts after mitigation remain signifi-
cant. Means other than the application of the Standards would necessarily be required to achieve this level of
mitigation. In determining what type of additional mitigation measures would reduce impacts to the greatest
extent feasible, best professional practice dictates considering the level of eligibility of the property, as well
as by what means it derives its significance.

Mitigation programs for impacts on historic resources tend to fall into three broad categories: documentation,
design and interpretation. Documentation techniques involve the recordation of the site according to ac-
cepted professional standards, such that the data will be available to future researchers, or for future restora-
tion efforts. Design measures could potentially include direct or indirect architectural references to a lost his-
toric property, e.g., the incorporation of historic artifacts, into the new development, or the relocation of the
historic property to another suitable site. Interpretative measures could include commemorating a significant
historic event or the property’s connection to historically significant themes.

Mitigation Measures

1. In consultation with a qualified historic preservation professional, the applicant shall produce a
Documentation Report consisting of black and white archival, quality photographs and measured
drawings of the historic resources to be altered, which along with the Historic Resources Report pre-
pared for this property, shall be submitted to an appropriate repository.

2. In consultation with a qualified historic preservation professional, an interpretive plan for the prop-
erty shall be produced, focusing on the significant historic themes associated with the properties.
The plan may consist of a public display or other suitable approach to interpreting the history of the
properties, as determined by the City of Long Beach.

3. To the greatest extent feasible, all modifications to historic building on the property shall be under-
taken in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Prop-
erties. These alterations should not unnecessarily destroy historic materials or architectural features
which characterize the property, and to the greatest extent feasible, shall be based on historical
documentation and/or forensic evidence of original conditions.
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4. The language related to alterations contained within the Long Beach Municipal Code related to the
City Landmark designation for 650 Pine Street shall be implemented with respect to this property.
This language states:

B. General Guidelines and Standards for Any Changes. The “Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines
for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings” prepared by the Secretary of the Interior (Revised, 1983), as
amended, are incorporated by reference, and they, along with the following additional guidelines and
standards as recommended by the cultural heritage commission shall apply to the landmark:

Original historic fabric shall be retained as much possible. Any alterations, repairs or modifications of
the subject structure shall be done so in keeping with its historic character. No environmental change
shall be allowed unless a certificate of appropriateness has been applied for and approved by the cul-
tural heritage commission upon appeal, authorizing such environmental change. (Ord. (-6921 § 3,
1991).

Impacts After Mitigation

Significant and adverse.
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Photo 2. Press-Telegram Building, Pine Avenue and 6th Street elevations [6 January 2006.



Photo 4. 650 Pine Avenue (Meeker/Baker Building), Pine Avenue and 7th Street elevations [4 May 2006].





